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Current Topics. 


New Trustee Stock, 

THERE WILL be found elsewhere a notice stating, in effect, 
that Western Australia Government 3} per cent. Inscribed Stock 
(1940/1960) has been placed among the trust investments 
authorized by the Trustee Act, 1893, subject to the restrictions 
contained in section 2 (2) of that Act. 





The Retirement of Mr. Spencer Percival Butler, 

THE RETIREMENT of one of the Counsel to the Court isa 
somewhat rare occurrence, afd it is yet rarer that a conveyancer 
who, like Mr. BuTLER, is thoroughly master of his work and 
in the full vigour of his powers, should quit his long accustomed 
haunts. Still, Mr. Burter has had along spell of business since 
1856, when, after a brilliant career at Cambridge, he was called 
to the bar at a somewhat later age than is usual—and he may 
well desire repose. His loss is likely to be severely felt by his 
clients; few men have done more or better work. We have 
heard him described by a former pupil as “ not only a finished 
conveyancer, but a very bold conveyancer” ; and this phrase, we 
imagine, expressed very fairly his characteristics—perfeetly 
familiar with, but not fettered by, ancient precedent. Every 
lawyer will regret the departure from Lincoln's Inn of his kind] 
face and his manner full of old-fashioned courtesy, and will wis 
him every happiness in his retirement. 


The New County Court Judge. 

THE APPOINTMENT of Mr. GAWAN TayLor to the vacant 
county court judgeship of Cumberland and Westmoreland, is 
another instance of Lord LorEBURN’s well-known tendency to 
prefer for these appointments members of the bar who have 
enjoyed a local or circuit practice. The new judge has long been 
localized at Newcastle, where we understand that he possessed a 
fair practice of a non-litigious kind, but not a great deal of court 
work. His nameis little known to the bar at large, and we have 
been unable to discover that he had acquired any great reputa- 
tion on circuit. But Lord Loresurn has generally been very 
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shrewd in his choice of county court judges, and in the present case 
there are no political considerations which could have influenced 
his judgment, so that we may fairly assume that the new judge— 
though somewhat of a dark horse to London practitioners—has 
displayed qualities which in the Lord Chancellor’s experienced 
opinion make it probable that he will be a success on the 
bench. At the same time, in view of the fact that nineteen- 
twentieths of the bar practise in London, and that only an 
insignificant proportion are locals, the selection of yet another 
local for the vacant judgeship must have caused some heart- 
burning amongst many well-qualified aspirants in Lincoln’s Inn 
and the Temple. 


The Retiren.entof Mr. Justice Lawrance. 


THE DEATH of Mr. Justice GRANTHAM has been followed by 
the retirement of Sir Jonn Compron LAWRANOER, so that there 
are now two vacancies in the personnel of the King’s Bench 
Division. Since, however, it was provided in 1910 that the 
next two vacancies in that Division were not to be filled up 
except upon a motion to that effect of the House of Commons, 
and since the Lord Chancellor is understood to consider no new 
appointments necessary, it is unlikely that a successor will be 
chosen to either of those judges. The retiring judge is on the 
verge of eighty, and has well earned his retiring pension by a 
score of years spent in hard judicial service ; but until overtaken 
by ill-health at the beginning of the present year, he always 
wore upon the bench the aspect of vigour, almost of youth. In 
early life a successful advocate before country juries, and in 
middle life an active politician, as well as the leader of a circuit, 
Mr. Justice LAWRANCE was remarkable rather for sound com- 
mon sense than for a learned or scholarly knowledge of the law. 
Like the late Mr Justice GRANTHAM, he was a sportsman 
and a country gentleman as well as a lawyer, and perhaps 
he was more at home in the hunting field than when arrayed 
in scarlet and ermine. But unlike Sir WitLiAM GRANTHAM, 
he was remarkable for reserve, silence, and discretion ; 
the result of this tactful gift was that he took part in 
deciding many difficult election petitions without ever 
incurring the charge of partiality—so readily made aga‘nst any 
judge whose decisions in this sphere displease strongly either 
political party. Like Sir W1LLIAM, too, he was a man of some- 
what old-world habits and opinions; but he had none of his 
brother judge’s great personal geniality. On the bench Mr. 
Justice LAWRANCE was cold, stern, and unapproachable—but 
never (iscourteous, and he was neither a harsh nor an unkind 
judge. Only two stories are told about him. According to the 
first «i these, when lectured upon his misdirections as to the 
law c fraud, by some counsel too eminent to snub, he turncd to 
the jary and said: “Gentlemen, I may not be very learned in 
the law of fraud, but I know a fraud when I see one.” The 
other story is to the effect that, a young counsel having written 
to the judge to apologize for having appeared in court im a light 
grey suit, Sir JOHN replied in a highly complimentary letter 
which concluded in some such words as these: “So long as 
counsel conducts his case like a gentleman, as you did, I would 
not mind even if he appeared before me in a dressing gown.” 
Sir JoHN will be remembered as quite the last judge of the 
“old school,” now extinct. 


Lawyers and the Conciliation Act, 1896. 


THE ANNOUNCEMENT that Mr. Justice ParKeR and Mr 
BAILHACHE, K.C., have been added to the panel of chairmen 
under the Conciliation Act, 1896, may well cause some pardon- 
able gratification to lawyers. It indicates that successful members 
of the legal profession still impress the Board of Trade and such 
members of the public as take a direct part in industrial disputes, 
with the conviction that fairness and reasonableness are the 
natural results of a legal training. As is well known, the late 
Lord JAMEs OF HEREFORD acted as conciliator in an enormous 
number of labour disputes, and proved even more successful as a 
peacemaker than he had done as an advocate. The Conciliation 
Act, 1896, under which the new appointments are made, is 
— interesting at the present juncture, when the air is filled 
with talk about compulsory arbitration, Under section 1 of the 


Act the employers and workmen in any trade may, by mutual 
agreement, form a conciliation board to settle industrial disputes, 
and cause the same to be registered at the Board of Trade. 
When so registered, the board furnishes reports and returns to 
the Board of ‘I'rade, and conducts erg ee.» before it in accord- 
ance with regulations made by that department. Even in the 
absence of a conciliation board in any trade or district, the Board 
of Trade, upon the application of both — to a dispute, may 
appoint an arbitrator (section 2 (1)). ithout such application, 
the Department may appoint a conciliator on its own motion 
and offer his services to the disputants; and in either 
case a memorandum of any settlement he may effect 
is filed at the offices of the Department (section 3), 
It is hardly necessary for us to say that no better 
appointments could have been made than those of Mr. Justice 
Parker and Mr. BaitHAcHE. The former is not only, in the 
opinion of many persons, our most scholarly eguy Judge 
(always excepting Lord MACNAGHTEN), but hé has wide 
scientific and technical attainments, which he displayed to the 
astonishment of the experts when he heard the Marconi case last 
year. Mr, BAILHACHE is the leading King’s Counsel in the 
Commercial Court, and is universally esteemed at the common 
law bar for ability and integrity. Like some other successful 
counsel of to-day, he was originally a solicitor, but early in life 
changed over to the other branch of the profession. 


The Birkbeck Scheme, 


On Monpay the Court of Appeal heard the arguments in two 
appeals from orders of Mr. Justice NEVILLE in connection with 
the liquidation of the Birkbeck Building Society. The course 
of litigation in the case is so curious that we propose to summarize 
it briefly. On the 6th of November, 1911, his lordship made 
an order in the liquidation which directed that the assets of 
the society should be applied as follows. The costs and outside 
debts of the society were to be paid first, then the shareholders 
(A and B) were to be paid the amounts due to them in respect of 
share subscriptions and bonuses, and finally the residue was to be 
divided amongst the depositors. This unusual state of affairs— 
namely, the postponement of depositors to shareholders —was 
due to his lordship’s view trat the borrowing from the 
depositors by the directors was ultra vires of the society, and 
therefore did not bind it. Naturally an order so unusual was 
appealed from ; the appeal was at first heard in January, but 
during its hearing a compromise was suggested, and ‘the appeal 
was adjourned to give an opportunity of submitting the 
compromise to creditors and shareholders. It proved impossible 
to arrive at a compromise between all the parties interested, but 
an arrangement was made to which the depositors and the A 
shareholders assented—namely, that the depositors and A share- 
holders were to divide the residue after costs and outside debts puri 
passu with one another. The B shareholders opposed this arrange- 
ment. It was therefore decided by liquidator, deposito:s, and A 
shareholders to draw up a scheme of arrangement and petition the 
court to sanction it under section 120 of the Companies (Con- 
solidation) Act, 1908. This was done, and Mr. Justice NEVILLE 
—as we noted last week—gave his sanction to the scheme so 
proposed, which is based on the assumption that his order of 
last November was wrong. But such sanction could not bind 
the B shareholders, whose rights under the order of the 6th of 
November were greatly cut down by the scheme. They accord- 
ingly appealed against the sanctioning of the scheme, and when 
the adjourned appeal against the original order came on again 
(on Monday) they defended the appeal. The Court of Appeal 
was thus in a most embarrassing position. It had before it, first, 
an adjourned appeal against the order of Mr. Justice NEVILLE, 
which the B shareholders were defending ; and, secondly, an 
appeal by the B shareholders against a scheme of arrangement 
which the learned judge had sanctioned, and which in effect 
reversed his order. The court decided to hear the second appeal 
first, and allowed the scheme, subject to a slight variation 
designed to protect the B shareholders in case they should win 
the first appeal. That appeal was next heard, but judgment has 
not yet been delivered. The situation is, certainly, one of the 





strangest. Whether or not the B shareholders retain their 
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position of advantage under Mr. Justice NEVILLE's original order 
of last November, when the decision of the Court of Appeal is 
announced, the disentanglement of the web will require the 
utmost exervise of legal ingenuity on the part of the liquidator 
and his legal advisers. 


Reform of County Court Procedure. 


WE NOTICED last week the provisions of the new County 
Courts Bill as to extension of jurisdiction. There are some 
points as to procedure to be noticed. Clause 6 provides for the 
recovery of judgment summarily by the issue of a default 
summons, and a sub-clause has been introduced to enable rules to 
be made providing for different procedure and different con- 
ditions under such summonse3 according to the amount or the 
nature of the claim, or the position or occupation of the defend- 
ant, and also excluding any actions from the procedure by 
default summons. Clauses 7 to 13, which are intended to 
facilitate the arrangements for business under the extended 
jurisdiction, are reproduced from last year’s Bill, and clause 14 
repeats the proposal that in actions exceeding £50 there shall be 
an appeal on questions of fact or of mixed law and fact. A new 
sub-clause has been introduced which will make it unnecessary 
in such actions to request the judge to take a note of the question 
of law raised or of evidence, and the case will go to the superior 
court on a copy of his notes, if taken, or otherwise on any other 
evidence or statement of what occurred before him which the 
court may deem sufficient. Clause 20 repeats the proposal for 
amalgamating the office of district registrar of the High 
Court with that of registrar of the county court, and 
clause 31 increases the number of jurymen from five toeight. A 
new clause-—clause 32—has been introduced which enables the 
judge to suspend judgment or execution in case of inability to 

y, and to order the discharge of debtors confined to prison. 

his is doubtless intended to mitigate the evils of imprisonment 
for debt, and practically the clause may do so, though it will 
entail a good deal of additional work for the judges. Of course 
there should be no chance of imprisonment in the first instance, 
except on clear evidence that the debtor can pay and will not. 
Clause 33, which relates to the constitution of the Rule 
Committee, provides for the inclusion of four additional persons 
to be appointed by the Lord Chance!lor—a representative of 
the Treasury, a barrister, a solicitor, ard also a county court 
registrar. ‘The previous clauses enabling county court judges 
to retire on a pension after twenty years’ service, and providing 
for remuneration of deputy judges, and the appointment of 
assistant judges, are repeated. The amount of detail in the 
Bill requires that it should receive careful consideration, 
although in its main outlines it will materially advance the 
usefu'ness and position of the county courts. 


Infant Trespassers and the Law of Negligence. 


THE CASE of Cooke v. Midland Railway Co. (1909, A. C. 229), 
in which the House of Lords held that landowners were liable 
for injuries sustained by children who were trespassing on their 
premises, went probably to the utmost limits of the law, and we 
cannot be surprised that it should be quickly followed by cases 
of asimilar character. In Coffee v. McEvoy (Ir. Rep. 1912, vol. 2, 
95) the plaintiff's mother had taken two rooms on the second 
floor of a tenement house in Dublin from the defendants, and 

id some rent in advance, the tenancy being a weekly one. 

he stairs were not part of the letting, and there was a landing 
outside the rooms, and on this landing a window looked out on 
the yard below. After two weeks’ rent had been paid she com- 
plained of the bad repair of the rooms, and also of the condition 
of the window on the landing, and refused to pay any more rent 
until the place was repaired. The defendants then gave her a 
week’s notice to quit. This notice expired on the 15th of 
August, and possession was demanded on the 16th; on the 17th 
& summons to recover possession of the premises was issued. On 
the 22nd the plaintiff, an infant six years old, fell through an 
open window on the same landing as the rooms, to the yard 
below, a distance of some twenty-four feet. On the 25th an 
order was made for possession of the premises. It was contended 
that the defendants were liable; that the plaintiff was lawfully 


on the premises, and that, having regard to the tender age of 
the child, the open window was a trap. The Court (Lord 
O’Brien, C.J., PALLEs, CB. and Gieson, J.) held that the 
defendants were not liable; that the infant plaintiff and his 
parents were trespassers, and that the circumstance that the 
owners elected to eject by process of law, to which a limited stay 
of execution was by statute attached, did not alter the wrongful 
character of the occupation. In the opinion of PALLEs, C.B., an 
act which will constitute a breach of any obligation to a tres- 
passer must be one of commission, not of omission. Neither upon 
principle nor authority can it extend beyond acts done with the 
| wilful intention of doing harm, and acts the direct and immediate 
| effect of which is to do harm tothe trespasser. The plaintiff 
was really in the same category as a wandering child, with the 
same rights only as if he had entered from the street and thereby 
become a trespasser. ‘This decision is probably one of the first of 
a series which willcontrol and qualify the somewhat indulgent 
ruling of the House of Lords. 





Curiosities of Workmen’s Compensation Law. 


Two CASES which came before the Court of Appeal recently, 
illustrate in a striking way some of the limitations which exist 
to the wide sweep of even the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1906. In Blake v. Head (Times, March 14th), the applicant was a 
boy who had entered the employment of a man, who at one time 
had been in a lunatic asylum, but who, at the date of the employ- 
ment and accident, was found by the court to be sane. The 
boy was warned that he must be careful of his employer, who 
was a dangerous man, and he soon learned the wisdom of this 
advice, for his employer feloniously assaulted him on the head 
with a chopper. This event undoubtedly arose “ out of” and 
“in the course of the employment,” but the Court of Appeal 
declined to regard it as an “accident.” It was a wilful and 
felonious act of the employer, and could not be regarded as a risk 
incidental to the particular employment (errand boy) which BLAKE 
followed. We find it rather difficult to reconcile this decision 
with that in Nisbet v. Rayne and Burns (1910, 26 T. L. R. 632), 
where it was held that the death of acolliery cashier, who was 
robbed and murdered in a train while carrying his employer's 
money to pay wages, was due to an “ accident,” and entitled him 
to compensation. Perhaps the difference is that risk of murder 
is incidental in all employments to a cashier, whereas in the 
errand-boy’s case it existed only because his particular employer 
happened to have been a dangerous lunatic at one time of his 
life. In Peel v. William Lawrence & Sons (Limited) (Times, 
| March 14th), the facts were also somewhat unusual. Ina certain 
| factory, workpeople were in the habit of taking off coats, waist- 
coats, and hose in order to escape the stifling heat. While 
removing his socks to gain a little coolness a workman sprained 
the tendon of a finger, and was in consequence incapacitated. 
The court took the view that he had removed his socks for 
his own benefit, and not to increase his working efficiency for the 
benefit of his employer, so that the -accident did not arise 
“ out of ” the employment. 





Judge Parry and Imprisonment for Debt, 


“ JuDGMENTS in Vacation” is the title of a small volume in 
which Judge Parry, formerly of the Manchester County Court, 
has collected some papers which have already appeared in 
different periodicals. Several of these papers deal, naturally 
enough, with the business of county courts, and more 
particularly the right of creditors to obtain orders for the 
commitment of judgment debtors. Much has been spoken and 
written about the imprisonment of debtors by county courts, 
and the judge is, perhaps, repeating the arguments of some of 
his predecessors, but his style is clear and interesting, and may 
attract readers who acknowledge that the subject is one of 
national importance, but who shrink from the perusal of reports 
of committees and innumerable pages of evidence. No one, 
says the judge, can doubt that the system of credit—given by 
the small tradesmen of Manchester—is a great evil. Credit is 

iven without discrimination, and it is given because there is 
iteprisonment for debt—without imprisonment for debt little 
credit would be given except to persons of good character, and 
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the county court would no longer be a mere debt-collecting 
machine, but would have time for the determination of questions 
of importance and difficulty. It is contended that tradesmen 
are warranted in giving credit to workmen who earn good 
wages or those who are out of work. But with regard to the 
first class, they should insist on payment in cash, and as to the 
second, they should only give credit to those whose character 
is such that they think they may be trusted. A total abolition 
of imprisonment for debt would probably never be carried by 
consent, but an ameadment of the law so as to prevent debts 
under forty shillings from being the subject of an order of 
committal, might possibly be obtained. These observations are 
undoubtedly of great interest. There are, of course, others who 
take a different side in the controversy ; who think that the 
giving of credit to the poorer classes is inevitable, and that just 
debts would often be evaded if there were no power of 
imprisonment. They tell us that with regard to medical and 
surgical attendance large numbers of miners in the mining 
districts, many of whom are earning good wages, make a practice 
of never paying their doctor except under orders of imprison- 
ment made under the Act. The English Legislature may sooner 
or later follow the example of the majority of civilized 
States, but the time has not yet come. 


A New Method of Trarisferring Consols. 

THOSE WHO have read ‘‘ The Pickwick Papers” may possibly 
remember that Mr. Sam Weller, having become the legatee of 
£200 Consols (Keduced), went, accompanied by his father and 
Mr. Wilkins Flasher, the dandified stockbroker, to the Bank of 
England to have the stock transferred into his name. Seventy 
years and more have passed since this interesting transaction, 
but the routine with regard to the transfer of the Public Stocks has 
remained unaltered, and the seller of Consols is still required to 
attend at the bank, and, having previously been identified to the 
satisfaction of the bank, to sign the transfer book kept by the 
bank, and which consists of blank forms of transfer printed 
according to the regulations of different Acts of Parliament. 
It matters not into how many accounts the transferor may wish 
to transfer his stock, if, instead of selling the whole amount to 
one purchaser he sells one half, or £100, or sixpence, the same 
operation is necessary with respect to that particular part as if 
he were selling the whole amount standing in his name. This 
rather cumbrous system may be contrasted with that prevailing 
with respect to ordinary stocks and shares, under which a deed 
of transfer, executed by the transferor and the transferee, is 
forwarded to the company. It is true that if the seller of 
Consols does not wish to attend for the purpose of making the 
transfer, he can give a power of attorney to any person to act 
for him, but this, apart from other inconveniences, involves the 
expense of the stamp. But we are now informed that a change, 
often recommended, is to be adopted, and that the Government 
will make provision for a new method of transferring Consols and 
other Government stocks, and that in future the stock is to be 
divided into two kinds in two different registers, one kind to be 
transferable by inscription in the books of the Bank of England 
according to the old fashion, and the other to be transferable by 
deed as in the case of ordinary stocks and shares. The transfers 
by deed will be, we understand, in the ordinary form. 


Sale of Part of Property in Under-lease. 


Ir 18 singular that it should be still an open question whether 
aman who has contracted to buy property described as “ lease- 
hold” can be required to perform his contract if it turns out that 
the property is held on an under-lease. In Madeley v. Booth 
(2 De G. & Sm. 718), Knient-Bruce, V.C., held that the 

urchaser was entitled to be in immediate relation with the head- 
essor, and he refused specific performance. In Darlington v. 
Hamilton (Kay, 550) Woop, V.C., saw no reason for refusing this 
remedy simply on the ground of there being another lease for 
years interposed between the purchaser and the freehold, and in 
Camberwell, dc. Building Society vy. Holloway (13 Ch. D. p. 760), 
JesseL, M.R., entirely dissented from Madeley v. Booth, and con- 
sidered it an advantage to ‘the purchaser to avoid privity of 
contract with the lessor. But this was obdifer, and in Re 


Beyfus and Master's Contract (39 Ch. D. p. 115) Bowen, L.J., 
intimated that it could not displace Madeley v. Booth. There 
apparently the matter rests, and it requires some equaliy 
courageous judge to follow JEssEL, M.R., and settle the question, 
The purchaser is, of course, debarred under section 3 (1) of the Con- 
veyancing Act, 1881, from inquiring into the title to the leasehold 
reversion, unless he has excluded the section by his contract, 
but this does not prevent his taking the objection if the vendor 
discloses the nature of the interest, or the purchaser otherwise 
discovers it. The above uncertainty, however, only attaches 
where the under-lease sold includes the whole of the property 
comprised in the head-lease. If it comprises part only, the under- 
lessor holds the property subject to forfeiture through the acts of 
others over whom he has no control, and in Darlington v. Hamil. 
ton (supra), it was held that this imposed a disadvantage which 
relieved him from his contract. The Conveyancing Acts have 
diminished the cbance of actual forfeiture ensuing, but they have 
not made it impossible for the purchaser to incur trouble and 
expense, and hence they have not removed the ground of that 
decision. So it was held in Cresswell v. Davidson (56 L. T. 
84), and upon the same principle WARRINGTON, J., in Fe Lloyds 
Bank and Lillington’s Contract (ante, p. 380) has decided that the 
fact of the property being part of premises comprised in the 
head-lease is a fatal objection to the vendor’s title. 








Income of Unconverted Property. 


WHERE property is left by a testator in a condition which is not 
authorized for permanent investment, it is the rule of the court 
to treat it as converted, and to allow the tenant for life interest 
at 4 per cent. ; but the application of the rule appears to require 
that the income actually received shall be equal to at least 
4 per cent., and that for this purpose the whole of the 
unauthorized investments shall be aggregated; and so it has 
been held by NEVILLE, J., in Re Owen (p. 381, ante). Whether 
the rule is really in accordance with the intention of testators—— 
or with the intention which they would express if the matter were 
pointed out to them—may be doubted. The usual intention is that 
the tenant for life shall take the actual income, and it has become 
the common practice to insert in wills an express direction to this 
effect, and even in the absence of such direction, the ordinary 
rule is excluded in cases where the testator has empowered his 
trustees to retain existing investments. Such investments, while 
retained, are authorized investments for the purposes of the 
will, although not included in the investment clause: He Sheldon 
(39 Ch. D. 50); Re Bates (1907, 1 Ch. 22). But, apart from 
such special circumstances, the rule as to conversion applies, and 
| whethey the property is of a wasting nature.or consists of 
| unauthorized investments, the tenant for life does not take the 
| actual income, but only interest at the rate of 4 per cent. on 
the value at the cestator’s death, 

While, however, this generally operates to the disadvantage 
of the tenant for life, the result is different where the property 
is not producing income; where, for instance, it is 4 
reversionary interest. In Howe v. Earl of Dartmouth (7 Ves* 
137‘, the rule was applied to property of a wasting nature 
— Government annuities, but Lord ELpon, C., admitted that 
the same principle applied equally to reversions. ‘If in 
this case,” he said, “it is equitable that long or short annuities 
should be sold, to give everyone an equal chance, the court acts 
| . . 
| equally in the other case ; for those future interests are for the 

sake of the tenant for life to be converted into a present 
| interest, baing sold immediately in order to yield an immediate 
| interest to the tenant for life.” Hence in willis it is necessary to 
| provide against the early realization of a reversion as well as to 
| give the tenant for life the actual income of income-bearing 
property, though this by itself will not deprive the tenant for 
ife of the right to arrears of income when the fund falls into 
| possession and so becomes available. In that case the rule 
|adopted in He Earl of Chesterfield’s Trusts (24 Ch. D. 643) 1s 
applicable. A calculation is made of the sum which, if invested 
at the testator’s death at 4 per cent. compound interest, would 
amount to the sum ultimately realized, and the lesser sum only 
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is treated as capital, the difference being paid to the tenant for 
life as income. 

In the recent case of Le Owen (supra) the testator’s personal 
estate not specifically bequeathed was made up of securities of 
an estimated value of over £76,000. Of this amount £71,000 
was represented by unauthorized securities. During the first 
year after his death the executors realized from part of these 
investments £28,000, and applied £17,500 in the purchase of 


authorized investments. At the end of the year the unauthorized | 
investments still outstanding consisted for the most part of | 


securities which produced more than 4 per cent,, but part 
produced less than that rate, and part produced no income at all. 
Apparently the will did not authorize the retention of the 
unauthorized investments in such terms as to give the tenants 
for life the benefit of the actual income, and the question in the 
case related to the rights of a defendant who was entitled to 
three-fifths of the income. Under a previous order made in the 
action it had been declared that she was entitled to three-fifths 
of the interest calculated at 4 per cent. per annum on the 
estimated capital value, as at the date of the testator’s death, of 
all securities held by him which were not authorized trust 
investments, the surplus income to be invested and treated as 
capital, and that the executors might postpone conversion for so 
long as might be necessary for beneficial realization. 

The order thus made obviously contemplated that the actual 
income would exceed 4 per cent., but this had not, in fact, been 
the case, and hence it was necessary to determine the rights of 
the tenant for life on the footing that there was a deficiency. 
NEVILLE, J., held that in ascertaining the amount of interest to 
be allowed under the order, no distinction was to be made 
between investments producing more and those producing less 
than 4 percent. The value of the unauthorized investments was 
to be aggregated, and interest at the specified rate allowed on the 
whole of the aggregate value. But this was to be allowed 
only to the extent that there was actual income sufficient to 
produce it. If the total income fell below 4 per cent. then 
the tenant for life would be restricted to the actual income, 
subject, however, to her right to have deficiencies in any one 
year made up out of a surplus in futyre years. The result appears 
to ba in accordance with the principle enunciated in Wentworth 
v. Wentworth (1900, A. C. p. 172), that, in adjusting questions 
between tenant for life and remaindermen, the tenant for life is 
entitled to receive such a sum as, in the opinion of the court, 
would, under all the circumstances of the case, be a fair equivalent 
for the annual income which he would have received if the estate 
had been realized and invested in authorized investments— 
provided, that is, that there is actual income available for this 
purpose. The case of reversionary interests is exceptional in 
that no present income is received, but the income, as stated 
above, is accounted for when the interest falls into possession. 








The Measure of Damages in Light 


Cases. 


THE recent case of Griffith v. Richard Clay & Sons (Limited) (1912, 
1 Ch. 291) illustrates the unsatisfactory condition of our law relat- 
ing to the enjoyment of light. Although the point raised might be 
properly described as rudimentary, the lengthy category of 
judicial decisions on this branch of the law does not contain one 
authority which directly covered it. That a simple point of 
law has hitherto remained uncovered by authority is not of 
itself an evil ; but we heartily condemn a state of the law which 
makes the choice of principle to be followed by the court 
nothing more or less than a matter of speculation. 

Lord MACNAGHTEN, in the celebrated case of Colls v. Home and 
Colonial Stores (Limited) (1904, A. C 179, at p. 191), described our 
judge-made law of light as ‘“‘an embarrassing chain of 
authority.” The judgments of the House of Lords in that case 
revolutionized the law ; and although the House only expressly 
overruled one case—the decision of the Court of Appeal in 
Warren v. Brown (1902, 1 K. B. 15)—it deprived of their authority 
fully one half of the former decisions, This consideration will 


| enable the reader to form some estimate of the burden cast upon 
a judge who is called upon to decide a point upon the tangle 
| of discounted cases which now constitutes our code of law on the 
| subject. , 
| The point which arose for the decision of NEVILLE, J., in the 
| Tecent case of Griffith v. Richard Clay & Sons (Limited) was the 
| question as to the proper basis on which damages ought to be 
assessed when the plaintiff's light has been wrongfully obstructed. 
The offending building was to be allowed to remain, there being 
no case for an injunction. The court was called upon to recom- 
pense the wronged party for the loss occasioned by the permanent 
deprivation of some of his privileged light. The plaintiff's two 
houses which constituted the dominant tenement were in a very 
dilapidated condition, and it appears to have been common 
ground that their value lay in their site. The plaintiff also owned 
a piece of land and a workshop at the back of the houses. The 
whole property afforded a valuable and convenient site for a 
large building which might be erected on the combined site. 

The issue between the parties was whether damages ought 
to be assessed (#) on the footing of the loss sustained by the 
depreciation in the value of the site of the houses alone, or (+) on 
the footing of the loss sustained to the plaintiff by the depre- 
ciation in the value of the combined site. The learned judge, 
not, however, without expressing the difficulty he felt in deciding 
the point, took the view that the latter basis was, under the 
circumstances, the proper one ; and damages were consequently 
assessed at a higher figure than would have been the case had 
the other method of assessment been adopted. 

Now, upon this decision we respectfully tender two observations. 
In the first place, we submit that this decision is not to be taken 
as an authority for saying that a building owner who wrongfully 
obstructs his neighbour’s light by erecting a lofty building is 
liable to that neighbour, not only for the loss of light to that 
house, but also for the loss of light which his lofty building will 
cause to any other house which his neighbour may erect on the 
site. It is not to be taken as an authority for saying, for instance, 
that where a lofty building has obscured the privileged windows 
of a one-storeyed house, the owner of that one-storeyed house is 
to be compensated on the footing that the lofty building would 
obscure the light of any four-storeyed house which might after- 
wards be erected on the site of the one-storeyed house. NEVILLE, 
J., certainly did not expressly award damages for any prospective 
obstruction of imaginary future unprivileged windows. We 
have drawn attention to the point, however, because it seems to 
us that the report of the case might lead the average reader to 
such a conclusion, especially as the case of Re London, Tilbury, and 
Southend Railway Co. and Trustees of Gower’s Walk Schools (1889, 
24Q. B. D. 326) was cited in argument in support of the 
proposition that damages may be awarded for the obstruction of 
unprivileged windows. But to treat the case before NEVILLE, J., 
as setting up a proposition running counter to the whole current 
of authority could not, we submit, be justified. 

Our second observation relates to the underlying principles 
upon which the case was apparently decided, and amounts to a 
respectful expression of doubt as to the soundness of the decision. 
The point which we seek to make clear to the reader is the 
extreme importance of visibility, or, as we shall call it, the 
element of apparency, in all matters relating to the law of light. 
Apparency has an all-powerful influence in moulding the rules 
of this branch of thelaw. We shall explain later how this point 
bears on our criticism of the recent case, But first let the reader 
appreciate what we mean by the all-powerful influence of the 
element of apparency in light cases. 

It is the apparency of the enjoyment of light over A’s land by 
B’s house that in time operates as a bar against A’s building so 
as to obscure B’s windows. When the right to light has been 
acquired by B, it is the apparency of the position of the windows 
which enables A to avoid wronging B. When B has pulled 
down his house and has rebuilt it with a blank wall in the place 
of the windows which formerly overlooked A’s land, it is the 
apparency of B's intention to abandon his right to light which 
enables A to proceed on the footing that the right has been 


extinguished. rh 
It is apparency which controls the measure of the privileged 
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light. If B’s house be situate in a residential part of the town 
and has all the appearance of a private dwelling-house, A in 
building on his land must have regard to the light which B's 
house is entitled to as a private dwelling-house. If A has built 
on his land in such a manner as to leave sufficient light for B’s 
windows to enable B’s house to be enjoyed as a dwelling-house, 
B cannot complain. Suppose B to come to A and say, “My 
house may look like a residence and the neighbourhood may be 
a residential neighbourhood, but I have in fact for years past 
carried on most unostentatiously a lucrative business, and have 
incurred great expense in erecting delicate apparatus in the 
rooms you have darkened. The use of that apparatus requires 
every ray of natural light that I can get. You have deprived 
me of their use and so I have suffered great loss.” To this A 
can rightly answer, “I left you all the light your house is entitled 
to as a dwelling-house ; your loss is damnum sine injuria.” (See 
Coll’s case (supra) at p. 203; Ambler vy. Gordon, 1905, 1 K. B. 
417.) 

Now what does all this shew? It shews, we submit, that 
every rule of the law of light is based on, and must necessarily 
turn upon, the principle of apparency. It shews, as we submit, 
that in deciding any questions as to the relative rights and 
obligations of the dominant and servient owner in a light case, 
regard ought to be had to the element of apparency. Just as 
apparency controls the acquisition and extinguishment of a light 
easement, and measures the amount of the privileged light, so 
also must it be held to control the extent of the liability of the 
servient owner when he has deprived the dominant owner of his 
light. 

Applying this to the case we have under review, when A 
has wrongfully deprived B's house of light, is it not a reasonable 
limitation to place on A’s liability to confine the compensation 
for the perpetual loss of light to the depreciation in the value 
of B’s house, B’s house having been the apparent and actual 
dominant tenement? There is no apparency of B’s ownership 
of adjacent property. In the majority of cases A is ignorant oi 
B's ownership of other property, and if B refuses information 
on the subject, A has no convenient means of ascertaining the 
extent of B’s property. If the dominant house is worthless 
because of its dilapidated condition, ought not the compensation 
to be confined to the depreciation in the value of the site of 
that house only ? 

No doubt, there were special circumstances of a somewhat 

culiar nature in the case before NEVILLE, J., which influenced 

is lordship’s decision. But for the reasons we have stated, 
Griffith v. Richard Clay & Sons (Limited) ought not, we submit, 
to be regarded as an authority that in every light case where 
the dominant building is worthless, the measure of damages for 
the loss of light is the loss which the dominant owner has 
sustained by reason of the depreciation in the value, not only of 
the site of the dominant house alone, but of the combined site, 
composed of the dominant tenement and of any other adjacent 
property which the dominant owner may happen to possess. 

We have said that Coll’s case revolutionized the law of light. 
That case shook the elaborate fabric of judge-made law on the 
subject to its very foundation. It would be more accurate, 
perhaps, to say that it substituted a new foundation for the old 
one while allowing the old fabric to continue standing. It is 
clear that the fabric has not yet settled down upon its new base. 
There is much now standing—old decisions not yet expressly 
overruled—which: needs must fall, finding no support under the 
new conditions. There is much of the old fabric which will 
remain—old cases consonant with the views expressed by the 
House of Lords in Coll’s case. There is also a third category 
of cases—new decisions founded, at any rate in part, on doomed 
portions of the old structure. It appears to us that Griffith v. 
Richard Clay & Sons (Limited) falls under this third category. 








The resignation of Mr. Justice Lawrance, says a writer in the Daily 
Telegraph, leaves Mr. Justice Ridley the senior judge of the King’s 
Bench Division. Within a month from now the latter will have served 
the fifteen years that entitle him to a pension. He became a judge on 
the 2lst of April, 1897. Darling, Channell, and Phillimore, JJ., will 
also have earned pensions before the year ends. 








Reviews. 
Laws of England. 


Tue Laws or ENGLAND. Berne A CoMPLETE STATEMENT oF 
THE WHOLE Laws or ENGLAND. By THE Rr. Hon. THE Ear 
or Hautspury, Lorp HicH CHanceritor or Great Brrrary, 
1885-86, 1886-1892, 1895-1905, AND OTHER LawyeERs. Vor. XVIIL.: 
InToxicaTING Liquors, JUDGMENTS, AND ORDERS, J URIES, LAND 
IMPROVEMENT, LAND Tax, LANDLORD AND TENANT, LIBEL AND 
SLANDER. Vow. XIX.: Lren, Limitation or Actions, LITERary 
AND Screntiric Institutions, Loan Socreties, Loca Govern. 
MENT, LUNATICS AND Persons oF UNsoUND MIND, MAGISTRATEs, 
Maticious ProsEcuTION AND ProcepuRE. Butterworth & Co, 


It is the fate of law books to be ever open to attack by the 
Legislature and the judges, and new statutes and anew case laws 
make continual havoc of their contents. It is fortunate, therefore, 
that the Licensing Consolidation Act, 1910, —- the article on 
Intoxicating Liquors which has been contributed by Pickford, J., 
and Mr. R. M. Montgomery, and references to its provisions are 
incorporated in the article. ‘This is divided into eighteen parts and 
covers adequately the whole subject of the grant of licences, the 
conduct of public-houses, and offences against the licensing laws. 
The part devoted to compensation for the withdrawal of licences 
usefully states the effect of the cases which have been decided on 
this new branch of the law, some of which, such as Lord 
Llangattock v. Watney & Co (1910, A. C. 394), have raised 
very interesting questions. The articles on Judgments and 
Orders, and on Libel and Slander, also have judges for their 
leading authors, the former being contributed by Bray, J., and 
Mr. E. C. Robinson, and the latter by Vaughan Williams, 
L.J., and Mr. A. Romer Macklin. The article on Judgments and 
Orders has preliminary sections on definition and _ classification, 
including some very full and useful notes on final and interlocutory 
judgments, and then deals with the modes of obtaining a judgment— 
including a statement of the practice under ord. 14—and the sub- 
sequent procedure. The procedure for obtaining a declaratory 
judgment is new, and the effect of the cases in which this relief has 
neen allowed are fully stated in a note at p. 183, The article on 
Libel and Slander states very clearly, in the part dealing with 
injunctions, the effect of the decisions, such as Bonnard v. Perryman 
(1891, 2 Ch. 269), and Monsons v. 7'ussauds (1894, 1 Q. B. 671), which 
have defined the limits of the jurisdiction under the Judicature Acts. 
Of the remaining articles, that on Juries has been contributed by 
Mr. McCall, K.C., and Mr. J. K. F. Cleave; and_that on Land 
Improvement by Mr. J. W. Clark, K.C., and Mr. J. I. Stirling, the 
latter gentleman also contributing the article on Land Tax. 
Questions on land improvement and land tax continually arise in 
advising on title, and these articles will be found to contain a 
complete statement of the relevant statutes and the procedure under 
them. The article on Landlord and Tenant has been contributed by 
Mr. Lightwood, and appears to be based on a full and very careful 
examination ef the authorities. On the question of repairs and 
relief against forfeiture, references to the recent decision of the 
Court of Appeal in Zurcott v. Wakely (1911, 1 K. B. 905) and Rose v. 
Spicer (1911, 2 K. B. 234) are included. ; 

In Vol. XIX. the article of most general interest is that on 
Limitations of Actions, which has been contributed by Sir A. 
Bosanquet, K.C., and Mr. J. R. V. Marchant. The complexity of 
the statutes which impose limitations, and the frequency of judicial 
decisions, make this a difficult subject to deal with, but the authors 
have presented it very lucidly, nes | successively with simple 
contract debts, specialties, money charged on land and legacies, aud 
land and rent. At pp. 155, 156 will be found a useful statement of 
the nature of a title acquired under the Real Property Limitation 
Acts. Several gentlemen who are competent authorities on lunacy 
have collaborated in the article on Lunatics and Persons of Unsound 
Mind ; Mr. W. Mackenzie and Mr. W. Addington Willis have con- 
tribrted the article on Local Government, and Sir Albert de Rutzen 
and Mr. Kenneth E. Chalmers that on Magistrates. All three have 
the fulness which characterizes the work generally. Great care 
appears to be taken to secure accuracy, and these volumes are quite up 
to the standard which the editor and publishers have attained in 
previous volumes. 





Books of the Week. 


Commercial Laws.—The Commercial Laws of the World, 
comprising the Mercantile, Bills of Exchange, Bankruptcy and Mari- 
time Laws of all Civilized Nations ; together with Commentaries on 
Civil Procedure, Constitution of the Courts and Trade Customs. In 
the Original Languages Interleaved with an English Translation 
Contributed by numerous Eminert Specialists of all Nations. 
British Edition. Consulting Editor, the Hon. Sir Toomas EpwarD 
Scrutton, Judge of the King’s Bench Division of the High Court of 
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Justice. General Editor, Witttam Bowsteap, Barrister at-Law. 
Spain and North and Central America and United States. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited). 

Personal Property.—Goodeve’s Modern Law of Personal 
Property. Fitth Edition. Revised and Partly Re-written. By 
Joun Herpert Witiiams, LL.M., and Witt1am Morse Crowpy, 
B.A., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


Statutes.—Chitty’s Statutes on Practical Utility, arranged in 
Alphabetical and Chronological Order, with Notes and Indexes. 
Vol. 17, Part 1, containing Statutes of Practical Utility passed in 
1911 ; with Incorporated Enactments and Selected Statutory Rules. 
By W. H. Aces, M.A., LL.M., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited) ; Stevens & Sons (Limited), 

National Insurance.—The Law of National Insurance. 
With Introduction and Notes. By Epmonp Browne, Barrister- 
at-Law, and H. Kinestey Woop, Solicitor of the Supreme Court. 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

Workmen’s Compensation Cases.—A Digest of Cases 
decided under the Workmen’s Compensation Acts, 1897-1909, in 
the House of Lords, Courts of Appeal in England and Ireland, 
Divisional and High Courts in England, and Court of Session in 
Scotland ; with the Acts of 1906 and 1909, and Orders Extending 
the Provisions of the Act of 1906 to Additional Industrial Disease. 
By Frank Beverzey, LL.B. (Lond.), Barrister-at- Law, Second 
Edition. Stevers & Sons (Limited), 

Income Tax.—Income Tax: How to Make the Return and 
Prepare Accounts in Support, How to Recover Excess Paid, or 
Obtain Reduction. With Appendix of Settled Cases. By F. B. 
Lreminc, Accountant. Effingham Wilson. 

Betting.—The Law Relating to Betting Offences, By HuntLY 
Jenkins, F. W. Moruey, and E. J. Purcuass, Barristers-at-Law. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 








New Orders, &c. 


Colonial Stock Act, 1900 
(63 & 64 VicT., c. 62). 
Addition to List of Stocks under section 2. 

In pursuance of section 2 of the Colonial Stock Act, 1900, the 
Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury hereby give notice, 
that the provisions of the Act have been complied with in respect of 
the undermentioned Stock registered or inscribed in the United 
Kingdom :— 

Western Australia Government 37 per cent. Inscribed Stock 
(1940/1960). 

The restrictions mentioned in section 2, sub-section (2), of the 
Trustee Act, 1893, apply to the above Stock (see Colonial Stock Act, 
1900, section 2). 

Treasury Chambers, 8.W., 22nd March, 1912. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 
High Court—Chancery Division. 


SMITH v. MACNALLY AND OTHERS, Warrington, J. 
22nd March. 


Emptoyment or Scuoot TeacHeER—ELEMENTARY ScHOoL NoT PROVIDED 


—Rewicious TEaACHING—MANAGERS’ PowreR oF DisMissaL— 
‘‘Grounps CONNECTED WITH THE GIVING or ReLicious INSTRUCTION 
—Epvucation Acr, 1902 (2 Ep. 7, c. 42), s. 7, 1 (c). 


The managers of an elementary Church of England school not pro- 
vided by the local education authority gave notice to a school teacher 
to determine her employment under section 7, sub-section 1 (c) of the 
Education Act of 1 ‘‘on grounds connected with the giving of 
religious instruction in the school.” It was not alleged that any 
objection could be taken to the religious instruction given by the 
teacher, but it was alleged that she had ceased to be a member of the 
Church of England, and was now a member of the Wesleyan Church. 

Held, that it was necessary, in order that the dismissal might be 
valid under the section, not merely that the managers should think in 
their own minds that the ground was one connected with the giving o 
religious instruction, but that the ground must be in fact such a grou 
ng was not a ground connected with the giving of religious instruc- 
ton. 

The plaintiff moved the court for an order to restrain the defendants 
from acting upon a notice purporting to dismiss her from her employ- 
ment as teacher in a school of which the defendants were the man- 





agers. In the year 1900 the plaintiff was appointed a supplementary 
teacher in a Church of England school. In the year 1906 there was an 
ype made between the plaintiff and the defendants, the managers 
of the school, for the employment of the plaintiff as a teacher. The 
plaintiff was married in the year 1908, and on the 18th of August, 
1911, she absented herself from her duty as a teacher on account of her 
approaching confinement. On the 31st of August, 1911, she received 
from the Rev. C. R. Macnally, the correspondent of the managers 
and vicar of the parish, the following notice :—‘‘ The managers of the 
Hartwell Church of England school hereby give you notice that the 
ge between themselves and you will be terminated on the 30th 
of September, 1911, as they do not desire any longer to retain the 
services of a married woman teacher.’’ On the 17th of October, 1911, 
the following further letter was received :—‘‘ The local education 
authority have notified to the managers that the notice terminating 
the agreement between you and the managers . . . is not valid, 
and that therefore the Tocal education authority are unable to give 
their consent to the termination of the agreement. The managers 
therefore give you the alternative of either (a) resigning your post as 
teacher, or (0) having your agreement terminated under section 7, sub- 
section 1 (c) of the Education Act of 1902, under which clause the 
consent of the local authority is not necessary.’’ At a meeting of the 
managers held on the 27th of October, 1911, the following resolution 
was passed :—‘‘ That Mrs. A. M. Smith be given notice that the agree- 
ment between the managers of Hartwell Church of England school 
and herself be terminated on the 30th of November, 1911, on grounds 
connected with the giving of religious instruction in the school, the 
reason for the termination of the agreement being that the managers 
are not satisfied with the religious instruction given by Mrs. A. M. 
Smith in the school.’ Notice of the resolution was given to the 
plaintiff on the 28th of October, 1911, but up to that day no complaint 
had ever been made with regard to the religious instruction given by 
the plaintiff. Section 7, sub-section 1 (c) of the Education Act, 1902, 
provides that ‘‘the consent of the local education authority shall be 
required to the appointment of teachers, but that consent shall not be 
withheld except on educational grounds; and the consent of the 
authority shall also be required to the dismissal of a teacher unless the 
dismissal be on grounds connected with the giving of religious instruc- 
tion in the school.’? The agreement of 1906 between the plaintiff and 
the defendants provided that notice to determine the contract ‘‘ except 
when given solely on grounds connected with the giving of religious 
instruction ’’ should be subject to the consent of the local authority. 
The affidavit of the defendant, the Rev. C. R. Macnally, stated that 
the plaintiff at the time of her appointment was a member of the 
Church of England, but that in the year 1910 she became an active 
supporter of the Wesleyan Church and a regular attendant at the 
services. There were essential differences between the tenets of the 
members of the two churches, and the managers considered that by 
her conduct the plaintiff had proved that she had ceased to be a 
member of the Church of England, and on that ground they were de- 
sirous of terminating her engagement as teacher. The plaintiff denied 
that she had ceased to be a member of the Church of England, and 
said that she attended the Wesleyan Church because she did not 
approve the way the services were conducted in the Church of England 
church. 

WarrincTon, J., said that the plaintiff's case was that the notice of 
the 28th of October, 1911, was not a valid notice terminating her em- 
ployment under the provisions either of the agreement or of the Educa- 
tion Act, 1902, and further that by reason of the statute she was not 
in the position of a servant contracting with a master, but had a 
status given to her by the contract. The first question under the 
statute was whether the provisions of section 7, sub-section 1 (c) were 
nothing more than a condition upon which the maintenance of a school 
by the local authority depended, and which if not complied with 
would enable the local authority to withdraw its support. In his 
opinion a school being a non-provided school, the provisions of section 
7, sub-section 1, became part of the constitution of the school. Sub- 
section 7 was a statutory enactment applying to all schools maintained 
but not provided by the local education authority, and it provided that 
the managers were to have the exclusive power of appointing and 
dismissing teachers subject to the powers of the local education 
authority under this section. One of the powers of the local education 
authority was to withhold its consent unless the teacher was dis- 
missed on the grounds specified in sub-section 1 (c). The plaintiff 
was not merely in the position of a servant who had contracted with 
a master, but she had a statutory right to a position acquired under 
the Act, unless and until the requirements of the Act with regard to 
dismissal had been complied with. The provision with regard to the 
termination of the employment in the agreement of 1906 was prac- 
tically the same as the provision in the Act of Parliament except that 
the word “solely ’’ was introduced. So far as the agreement was con- 
cerned, if the dismissal were on statutory and other grounds, still the 
consent of the local education authority was required. The next ques- 
tion was whether the ground upon which the managers purported vo 
dismiss the teacher was according to the true construction of the section 
a ground “connected with the giving of reli ious instruction in the 
school.” Neither the ground expressed in the first notice nor the 
ground expressed in the final notice was the real ground. The real 
ground proved to be that she had ceased to be a member of the Church 
of England. Was that ground according to the true construction of 
the section and the agreement a ground connected with the giving of 
religious instruction? It was really a ground connected with the 
religious belief of the person in question. In his opinion it was neces- 
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sary not merely that the managers should think in their own minds 
that the ground was one connected with the giving of religious instruc- 
tion, but in order to make the dismissal valid the ground must be in 
fact such a ground. This was not a ground connected with the giving 
of religious instruction. The statute carefully avoided ordering an 
inquiry into the religious belief of the teacher on the occasion of his 


appointment or dismissal. On the one hand it was provided that the | 


consent of the local education authority was required for the appoint 
ment of teachers, and it was provided that that consent should not be 
withheld except on educational grounds; that meant that with regard 
to appointments it was not open to the local education authority to 
question an appointment on any ground connected with the belief of a 
candidate. On the other hand, with regard to dismissal, it was pro 
vided that the managers should be entitled to dismiss a teacher with 
out the consent of the local education authority if they dismissed him 
on educational grounds—namely, grounds connected with the giving of 
religious instruction.. The use of that expression was intended to 
exclude any inquiry into the religious belief of the teachers. Here 1t 
had not been contended that the religious instruction was not in 
accordance with the tenets of the Church of England. In his opinion 
there were not sufficient grounds for dismissal without the consent of 
the local education authority, and therefore the notice of dismissal was 
invalid.—Counset, Cave, K.C., and Lynn; Campion. SOLICITORS, 
Baker a Nairn Ms Sha pe, Pritchard, & Co., for Becke, Green, a& Stops, 
Northampton. 


[Reported by J. B. C. Treoantnen, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re CRICHTON’S SETTLEMENT. SWEETMAN AND ANOTHER ». 
BATTY AND OTHERS. Neville, J. Ist and 15th Feb. 


Wiutt—Copicir—Exercisinc Power or ApPpoINTMENT—CONSTRUCTION 
ReMOTENESS—SHARE OF INCOME TO DAUGHTER WHILE UNMARRIED— 
Repucep on Marriace—Copici, ALTERING SHARE OF [NCOME—DvURA- 
TriON OF PAYMENT OF ALTERED SHARE NOT MENTIONED—DURATION 
Fixep By Wit. I MpLiep. 


By a codicil the testatrix, in exercise of a power of appointment con 
tained in her marriage settlement, revoked “ that part of my will which 
directs that two-thirds of my income shall be paid annually to my 
daughter Olive while unmarried, and direct that three-fourths—i.e. 
about £150—be paid her annually, and also the remaining £50 should 
Evelyn Charlotte die without children and Olive Rachael be unmarried 
at the time.”’ 

Held, a gilt of three-fourth »f the income to Olive while she re- 
mained unmarried : 

Held al , that the following gifts of income were void for remote- 
ness: (1 T'o the daught ra wm equal shares should one of the m marry. 
(2) Z'o the surviving daughter in case one dies in the lifetime of the 
other without leaving 1suUe. (3) The gilt of the £50 per annum to 
— should Evelyn die without children and Olive be unmarried at 
the time. 


This was a summons to determine several points which had arisen 
on the validity of the exercise of a power of appointment given to 
the testatrix by her marriage settlement, dated the 13th of April, 1880. 
The testatrix survived her husband, and died on the 6th of [ilay, 
1911. The material clause of her will (which is dated the 1st of 
January, 1909, which was intended to validly exercise the power of 
appointment in favour of children or issue given to the testatrix by 
her marriage settlement, was as follows :—‘‘I give devise and be 
queath and appoint all my real and personal property whatsoever and 
wheresvever including all property over which I have power of appoint- 
ment to my trustees upon trust to sell and convert into money such 
property as may not consist of money or retain it in its present state 
of investment as they shall in their discretion think fit and to invest 
all such monies as may be realized by or from any such conversion 
in or upon such securities as may for the time being be allowed by 
law and upon trust to pay the income thereof to my daughters Evelyn 
Charlotte the wife of Captain Herbert Ernest Jardine Batty and 
Olive Rachael in the following shares and manner—viz., two-thirds of 
the said income to be paid to the said Olive Rachael and one-third to 
Evelyn Charlotte for their respective lives, but should the said Olive 
Rachael marry then the income of the said trust funds is to be paid 
to my said daughters in equal shares such equal divisions to be calcu 
lated from the dates of the said marriage of the said Olive Rachael 
and I hereby declare that such income shall be paid to my said 
daughters in equal shares during their respective lives for their own 
use and benefit independent of the control of their respective husbands 
and shall be without power of anticipation. And I hereby further 
declare that on the death of either of my said daughters the income 
which would be payable to her shall be divided equally amongst the 
children of such deceased daughter as she shall by deed or will 
appoint. And if one of my said daughters shall die in the lifetime 
of the other without leaving issue then her share of the income shall 
be paid to the surviving daughter and afterwards to the child or chil 
dren of the said surviving children as such surviving daughter may by 
deed or will appoint.’’ On the 3rd of March, 1911, the testatrix made 
a codicil to her will as follows :—‘‘I hereby revoke that part of my 
will which directs that ‘two-thirds of my income should be paid 
annually to my daughter Olive Rachael while unmarried,’ and direct 
that three-fourths—i.e., about £150—be paid her annually, and also 
the remaining £50 should Evelyn Charlotte die without children and 
Olive Rachael be unmarried at the time.’’ The cases referred to on 
the question of these gifts being void for remoteness were Wainwright 


| and Olive Rachael be unmarried at the time.”’ 





v. Miller (1897, 2 Ch. 255), Re Gaze, Hill v. Gaze (1898, 1 Ch. 498), 
and Whitley v. Von Luedecke (1906, 1 Ch. 783), and on the question 
of bringing the interests in income at their capitalized value at the date 
of the death of the testator into hotchpot, Hales v. Drake (1875, 1 Ch. 
217), Rucker v. Scholefield (1862, 1 Hem v. Miller 36), and Re Heath. 
, I'rench v. Heathcote (1891, W. R., p. 10). 
NeviLt, J., after reciting the facts, said: In this case the testatrix 


had a power of appointment over two funds between, in the events 
which happened, her two daughters, Olive, who was unmarried at her 


death, and Evelyn, who was married. She provided that two-thirds 
of the income should be paid to Olive and one-third to Evelyn for their 
respective lives, but should Olive marry, ‘‘then the income is to bé 
paid to my daughters in equal shares.’’ Later in the will the testatrix 
says: ‘“‘ If one of my said daughters shall die in the lifetime of the 


| other without leaving issue, then her share of the income shall be 
| paid to the surviving daughter.’’ 


By codicil the testatrix revoked 
‘that part of my will which directs that two-thirds of my income 
shall be paid annually to my daughter Olive while unmarried and 
direct that three-fourths—i.e., about £150—be paid her annually and 
also the remaining £50 should Evelyn Charlotte die without children 
I think the intention 
here is to substitute three-fourths for two-thirds of the income in the 
gift to Olive while unmarried. It remains to consider whether the 
gift of the income (1) to the daughters in equal shares ‘‘ should the 
said Olive Rachael marry ’’; (2) to the surviving daughter in case one 
dies in the lifetime of the other without leaving issue; (3) the gift 
of the £50 to Olive should Evelyn die without children and Olive be 
unmarried at the time, are good gifts, or whether they are not void 
for remoteness. The second of these gifts appears to be practically 
identical with the gift in Whitby v. Von Luedecke (ubi supra), 
and following that case I hold: it to be void for remoteness, 
Turning to (1) the gift is in effect of a further share of the income to 
Evelyn should Olive marry. That, in my opinion, is a contingent 
and not a vested gift, and the contingency is one which may happen 
after the expiration of twenty-one years from the death of the testa- 
trix, the last life in being under the settlement. Now the settlement 
had given a life estate to the wife with remainder to her children if 
they should marry, it seems to me that it would be too remote, and 
I think the power of appointment cannot enlarge the period within 
which the property must vest absolutely. I hold this therefore to be 
void. With regard to (3), Evelyn may obviously die without chil- 
dren more than twenty-one years after the death of her mother, and 
it is only upon that contingency happening that Olive takes. I think, 
therefore, this also is bad. The result is that the whole fund is 
vested in the two daughters in equal shares in default of appointment, 
subject to the payment of three-fourths of the income to Olive while 
she remains unmarried, and one-fourth of the income to Evelyn for 
her life. If the settlement contained the usual hotchpot clause these 
interests must be valued at the date of the death of the testatrix, and 
brought into hotchpot. See in Re Heathcote, Trench v. Heathcote 
(ubi supra).—Counset, J. Ellison Otto; Firminger; EB. A. Jennings. 
Souicrror, C. HL. Lacey. 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re KNOLLY’S TRUSTS. SAUNDERS v. HASLAM. Neville, J. 
2ist Feb. 

Revenve—IncremMent Vatue Dury—Frnance (1909-10) Act, 1910 (10 
Ep. 7, c. 8), s. 27, sus-sections 1, 2 & 5—Serritep Lanp—Pro- 
VISIONAL VALUATIONS—PRoTECTION oF EstatE—TRrustTEE’s Duty 10 
Cueck VaLuATIONS—OwNER—TENANT FOR LirE—REMAINDERMAN. 
Section’ 27 of the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, does not impose upon 

trustees a general duty to check the provisional valuations made under 

the Act, and the court will not direct the trustees to check such valua- 
tions unless it is shewn that serious injury to the estate will result 

from their not doing 80. 

Under a voluntary settlement made by the will of a testator who died 
in 1866 certain property stood limited to trustees in trust for E. for 
life with remainder in trust for her nephew S. in tail. §S. had barred 
his estate tail, but E. had refused to concur as protector of the settle- 
ment, so he had only obtained a base fee. The settled property con- 
sisted of one small piece of building and which was not built upon, and 
a number of ground rents reserved by leases, which would expire, the 
earliest in 1977, most of the rest after 1987. A considerable number of 
provisional valuations had been made by the district surveyor under 
the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, for the purpose of assessing the un- 
developed land duty and the increment value duty under the Act. E. 
applied to the tenant for life to take measures to check the provisional 
valuations and to have valuations made for that purpose. The tenant 
for life refused on the ground of the expense, and because in all prob- 
ability no increment value duty could become payable in her lifetime. 
E. then applied to the Commissioners under section 27 /5) of the Act, 
as a person interested, that he might be supplied with copies of the 
provisional valuations, and this application was allowed. He then 
took out this summons for an order directing the trustees to have 
valuations made for the purpose of checking the provisional valuations 
made by the district surveyor and protecting the estate. The evidence 
produced was that of a surveyor of experience, who said that he had 
often found the valuations of surveyors under the Act of fully de- 
veloped land too low, and had got them increased, so reducing the 
amount of increment duty when it became payable. Counsel for the 
tenant for life maintained that it was never the intention of the Act 
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to place an additional burden on the owner, whether trustee or tenant 
for life, to check the valuations made under the Act. There was no 
such duty imposed upon the trustees by the settlement or by the 
Settled Land Acts, and if there was no duty on the part of the trus- 
tees to intervene, why should the court compel them or the tenant for 
life to intervene. They referred to Re Yorke, Barlow v. Yorke (1911, 
1 Ch. 371) on the question of the liability for costs of proceedings taken 
for the protection of the estate. Counsel for the remaindermen referred 
to section 39 of the Act, and contended that it was the duty of a 
trustee to act towards the estute as a ‘‘ bonus paterfamilias,’’ which he 
would not be doing if he accepted a valuation which on the evidence 
was far too low. 

NEVILLE, J., said that by section 27 (1) and (2) the owner of the 
estate was indicated as the person on whom the duty was thrown of 
protecting the estate in the matter of these valuations. If he neglected 
that duty, section 27 (5) gave any person interested power to protect 
himself, and by the definition of ‘“‘owner”’ in section 41, the tenant 
for life was made the owner in the case of a settled estate. He did 
not think it was consistent with these sections to saddle the trustees 
with the general duty of protecting the estate in this matter. It 
would appear that if the trustees did interfere, they might charge 
their costs on the estate, and in certain cases where serious injury 
was threatened to the estate the court would direct the trustees to 
interfere; but there was not sufficient evidence before him that any 
serious injury was threatened to justify such directions in the present 
case.—CounseL, Peterson, K.C., and G. Baldwin Hamilton; Butcher, 
K.C., and 7’. Lean Wilkinson; J. Henderson. So.icrrors, Burnie & 
Co.; Greenfield ; Herbert Mason. 

(Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


AKTIENGESELLSCHAFT HOMMEL HEMATOGEN v, HOMMEL, 
Eve, J. 15th March. 


Trave NamMe—Ricur to Trape Unver One’s Own Name—Suiariry 
or NaMEs—ConFusion or Names AND Goons. 

A man, so long as he acts honestly, may trade under his own name, 
even though the similarity of such name to the name under which 
another person has previously been trading may occasionally lead to 
confusion or lead to the goods of the one being mistaken for the goods 
of the other trader, 

This was a motion for an injunction to restrain the defendants from 
selling any chemical preparation not being the goods of the plaintiffs 
under the name of Hommel’s Hematogen, or under any get-up likely 
to deceive the public. The plaintiffs were proprietors of a blood tonic 
which they made in Switzerland, according to a formula of Dr. 
Hommel. The preparation had been cold in England for many years, 
The defendants, 
Hommel, 


and large sums had been expended in advertising it. 
whose name was Hommel, and who were nephews of Dr. 
manufactured hematogen in Germany, and formed an English company 
under the name of A. Hommel & Co., for the purpose of selling their 
preparation, which they first introduced into England during the latter 


part of last year. It was contended by the plaintiffs that the defen- 
dants were not trading under their own name, but under the name of 
a company, which was an artificial entity. 

Eve, J.—In this case the plaintiffs’ claim to relief depends on the 
allegation that the defendants are leading the public to suppose that 
the goods which they are selling are the goods of the plaintiffs. The 
plaintiffs are proprietors of a blood tonic called hematogen, which is 
manufactured in Switzerland, and prepared according to a formula of 
Dr. Hommel. The preparation has for many years been sold in this 
country, and is put on the market in bottles which are enclosed in cages 
or cartons, and has come to be known as Hommel’s hematogen, and 
considerable sums have been expended in advertising it. On the 
evidence it has been established that this preparation is well known, 
and that a purchaser who asks for Hommel’s hematogen is asking for 
the plaintiffs’ preparation. The plaintiffs do not claim exclusive right 
to the word hematogen, or to the shape of the bottle in which it is 
cold. The two first defendants are nephews of Dr. Hommel, and the 
third is a chemist, and they have together established in Germany a 
manufactory of hematogen. The fourth defendant is a company 
which, under the name of Hommel & Co., has been formed for the 
purpose of selling the defendants’ goods. The introduction of the 
defendants’ goods into England took place in the latter end of last 
year, and its advent was heralded with a flourish of advertisements 
not perhaps overloaded, but not altogether devoid of that picturesque 
hyperbole which seems to be the indispensable adjunct of advertise- 
ments of nerve tonics, hair restorers and aperients. The defendants 
altogether repudiate the suggestion that they have done anything to 
mislead the public, and there is not sufficient material before me to say 
whether the mistakes of purchasers were due to the advertisements or 
to their own careleesnees. The further examination, however, of that 
point at this stage is rendered unneceeeary by the attitude which the 
plaintiffs have adopted on this motion. Realizing that they cannot say 
that there is paseing-off, and that they cannot claim relief on the 
ground of the make-up of the bottles and cases, they now base their 
claim to relief primarily on the use of the word ‘“‘ Hommel.’’ It is 
true that the defendants, in describing their preparation, have referred 
to it as the ‘‘ well-advertised brand,’’ but that incident has been euffi- 
ciently explained. Substantially the plaintiffs’ claim is fuunded on the 
use of the word ‘“‘ Hommel,” and they say that the injunction ought 
to go, notwithstanding that the defendants’ name is ‘“‘ Hommel.’’ On 
the opening of the motion exception was taken to the words “ manu- 





factured by Hommel & Co., Germany,”’ and it was suggested that a 
change of name would meet the objection, but the plaintiffs refused to 
accept a change of name as meeting the case. Under these circum- 
etances, are the plaintiffs entitled to an interlocutory injunction? Case 
after case has been cited to shew that the court will not restrain a 
pereon from trading under his own name unless he does go for a dis- 
honest purpose and to filch the trade of another. Here there is no 
such cace. There will therefore be no order on the motion, except 
that the costs be costs in the cause.—CounseL, Buckmaster, K.C., and 
Kerly; Walter, K.C., and Sebastian. Soticrrors, Neve, Beck, & 
Kirby; J. H. & J. Y. Johnson. 
[Reported by 8S. E, Wuittiams, Barrister-at-Law.] 
ite CAVENDISH’S SETTLEMENT. GROSVENOR ». LADY BUTLER 
AND OTHERS (No. 2). Parker, J. 23rd and 26th Feb. 

SETTLEMENT OF PeERsoNALTY—ConstTRUCTION—Hotcuror CLAUSE— 

SerrLep Funp—Covenant TO SerrLe AFTER-ACQUIRED PRoperty— 

Trusts By Rererence—I'wo Funps—App.icaTion or THE HorcHpot 

CLAUSE. 

A fund of £15,000, the original fund which had been settled by a 
marriage settlement in 1877, had all been appointed to A. There was 
a covenant in the settlement to setile after-acquired property, but 
there was also a provision for keeping intact the £15,000 fund. The 
hotchpot clause in the settlement provided that no child should be 
entitled to shar@in the unappoited part of the said trust premises 
without bringing the share appointed to him into hotchpot. 

Held, that A need not bring the £15,000 appointed to her into 
hotchpot in calculating her share in the after-acquired property which 
had not been appointed. 

By a settlement made in 1877 on the marriage of Charles Compton 
William Cavendish and. Beatrice Constance Grosvenor, a sum of 
£15,000, payable to the wife on the death of the then Duke of West- 
minster, was settled on trust to pay the income to the wife during the 
joint lives of herself and her husband, and after the death of either to 
the eurvivor for life, and after the death of the eurvivor the capital 
was to be held ‘‘ in trust for all or such one or more exclusively of the 
others or other of the children of the said intended marriage (other 
than an eldest or only son for the time being entitled to the first 
estate in tail male,’’ and in default of appointment, and so far as no 
such appointment ehould extend, the funds were to be held by the 
trustees ‘‘upon the trusts following (that is to say): If there shall be 
but one child of the said intended marriage (other than such eldest or 
only son as aforesaid), in trust for that one child. And if 
there shall be two or more children of the said intended marriage 
(other than such eldest or only son as aforesaid), then in trust for such 
two or more children in equal skares.’’ The eettlement contained a 
hotchpot clauee as follows : ‘“‘ Provided always that no child who shall 
take any part of the said trust premises under any appointment in 
pursuance of the powers lastly hereinbefore contained, ehall in default 
of appointment to the contrary have or be entitled to any share of the 
unappointed part of the said trust premises, without bringing the share 
or shares appointed to him or her into hotchpot, and accounting for the 
same accordingly.’’ The settlement also contained an agreement to 
eettle the wife’s other or after-acquired property to be held upon 
trust for sale and conversion, and the proceeds upon ‘‘ the trusts and 
with and subject to the powers, provisoes, agreements and declara- 
tions herein declared concerning the said sum of £15,000 hereinkefore 
expreesed to be hereby aesigned.’’ The form in question was the eame 
as thet given in Davideon’s Precedents (3rd ed., 1873), vol. 2, p. 
728. The husband and wife were both dead, having by a deed poll 
dated the 7th of July, 1903, appointed the said sum of £15,000 to a 
daughter, Lady Buller. There was considerable property brought into 
settlement under the agreement to settle other or after-acquired pro- 
perty, which in the events which happened, became divisible, in default 
of appointment, between Lady Buller and Lady Butler as administra- 
trix of a deceased son who had attained twenty-one. The question 
now raised was whether, in the distribution of the unappointed funds, 
Lady Buller was bound to bring into account the fund appointed to 
her by the deed poll of the 7th of July, 1903. Counsel for Lady 
Buller argued that the settlement did not provide that the £15,000 
should be brought into hotchpot by Lady Buller in determining her 
share in the unappointed funds. The hotchpot clause only referred to 
the settled fund, and it was clear from the sett!ement itself that the 
two funds were intended to be kept distinct. They referred to Je 
Marquis of Bristol's Settlement, Karl Grey v. Grey (1897, 1 Ch. 946), 
and Ie North, Meates v. Bishop (1897, 76 L. T. 186). Counsel for 
Lady Butler contended that the settlement fund and the after-acquired 
property were all one fund, and accordingly that any appointee of the 
eettled fund must bring the amount appointed to him into hotchpot 
before taking a share in the unappointed funds. They referred to 
Hindle v. Taylor (1855, 5 D. M. & Q. 577), Trew v. Perpetual Trustee 
Co. and Others (1895, A. C. 264), and Re Perkins (41 W. R. 170; 1893, 
67 L. T. 743). 

Parker, J., after stating the facte, said the question depended on 
the construction of the eettlement of 1877. In his opinion he could 
not treat the eum of £15,000, which was originally settled on certain 
truste, and the after-acquired property as all one fund for the pur- 
poses of the hotchpot clause. The hotchpot clause spoke of ‘‘the said 
truet premises.”” This must refer to the moneys originally eettled. 
The case cited in favour of the view that the hotchpot clause compre- 
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hends all the funds which have Lecome or may become subject to the 
trusts of the eettlement is the case of a will (Re Perkins, ubi supra), 
and on this particular point the principles of construction of wills and 
deeds are in some ways different. In Re Perkins, North, J., came to the 
conclusion, on the construction of the will in that case reepecting 
three funds the trusts of two of which were declared by reference to 
the third, that the testator intended to constitute a single fund, and 
accordingly that for the purposes of the hotchpot clause the three funds 


were to be treated as one. I do not feel justified in eo doing, and for | 


the same reasons as those which, as I read his judgment, formed the 
foundation of the decision of Romer, J., in Re Marquis of Bristol's 
Settlement (ubi supra). On the true construction of this settlement I 


come to the conclusion that I am bound to treat the two funds as | 
distinct for the purposes of the hotchpot clause. There will be a | 
declaration that the unappointed funds are divisible in equal moieties, 


and that Lady Buller is not bound to bring into account the fund 
appointed to her by the deed poll of the 7th of July, 1903.—Counset, 


Grant, K.C., and J. G. Wood; Romer, K.C., and Ashworth James; | 
Cecil Turner; Gregson. Soriscrrors, Corbin, Greener, & Cook; Currey | 


& Co.; Bootle, Hatfield, & Co.; Stow, Preston, & Lyttelton, 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 
Re HOBSON, Deceased. BARWICK v. HOLT AND OTHERS, 


Parker, J. 26th and 27th Feb. 
Witt—Constrvuction—Girt or Income To Fourteen Namep Persons 


Dvuerinc THetr Respective Lives—SvusstitvuTionat Gtrt to CHILDREN | 


—Girrt Over or Wuorte on Deatun or Survivor—Deatu 1n TeEsta- 


Tors’ LiretIMe—IMPLICATION OF SURVIVORSHIP—PARTIAL INTESTACY. | 
The general rule of construction, which by implying a joint tenancy | 


or survivorship prevents a partial intestacy on a gift of income to 
several persons, with a gift over of the corpus on the death of the sur- 
vivor, is not to be extended to cases where there is an express gift of the 


parents’ share, to the children of any of the original life tenants who | 
Accordingly | 


died before the period of dissolution leaving children. 
there may be in such a case an intestacy as to the income of some 
shares until the period of sale and distribution. 

By his will dated the 16th of May, 1889, the testator, Joseph Hobson, 
directed his trustees to receive the rents and profits arising from his 
real estate and the surplus income of his personal estate (after pay- 
ment of certain annual sums), and to pay one-half thereof to his sister 
Elizabeth Lea, and the other half to his sister Bathseba Holt, and 


after the death of either or both of them, eo trust to pay and divide | 


the share of the said rents and profits to which either or both of them 
were entitled, equally between and amongst Sybil Holt, the daughter 
of the late Charles Holt, and thirteen other named persons, including 
Joshua Holt and Joseph Hobson, ‘‘ during their respective lives, and 
in case any of them shall die leaving children them surviving I direct 
that the share of the income payable to the parent so dying shall be 
divided equally amongst his, her, or their children, and from and 
immediately after the death of the survivor of them the said ’’ thirteen 
other named persons (the testator omitting the name of Sybil Holt) 
‘upon trust to sell and realize the whole of my said trust estates 
and divide the proceeds equally amongst such of the children”’ of 
the said Chas. Holt and the thirteen other named persons (the testator 
again omitting the name of Sybil Holt) as might be living at the date 
of the death of the last survivor of them, or in case any of them be 
dead leaving children them surviving then amongst their children, 
such children taking their respective parents’ share equally between 
them if more than one. The testator died on the 27th of June, 1892. 


Joshua Holt and Joseph Hobson died without having had children in | 
the testator’s lifetime. Elizabeth Lea died in 1910. This was an | 


originating summons raising (inter alia) the question whether there 
was an intestacy as to the shares of income given to Joshua Holt and 
Joseph Hobson, or whether such shares of income accrued to 
survivors or their children. Counsel for the persons claiming 
the income as survivors referred to Re Telfair, Garrioch 
v. Barclay (1902, 8 L. T. 496). He craved leave to 
incorporate in his argument a passage from the 6th Edition of 
Jarman on Wills, page 1795. He also referred to Armstrong v. 
Eldridge (1791, 3 Br. C. C. 215) and Hurd v. Lenthall (1649, Styles 
Reports, p. 211), and the note on this case in 14 Viners Abr. at p. 182. 
Counsel for the persons claiming under an intestacy referred to Jones 
v. Randall (1819, 1 J. & W. 100), Pearce v. Edmeades (1838, 3 Y. & C. 
246), Rownd v. Pickett (1878, 47 L. J. Ch. 651), and Alt v. Gregory 
(1856, 8 De Gex M. & G. 221). 

Parker, J., after stating the facts, said that no doubt there was a 
general rule of construction which either on a footing of joint tenancy, 
or according to the later cases, on the footing of an implied survivor 
ship, prevented a partial intestacy under a gift of rents or income to 
several persons during their respective lives coupled with a gift over 
of the whole on the death of the survivor, in the case of the death 
of any before that period; but he was aware of no authority in which 
that doctrine had been applied where, as in the present case, there 
was an express gift of the parents’ share to the children of any of 


the original life tenants who died before the period of distribution | 


leaving children. So far as the doctrine was rested on a joint tenancy 


the scheme at which it aimed failed in such a case, since on the death | 


of a life tenant leaving issue his share became severed from the general 
fund and the survivorship ceased as to that share. So far as it was 
rested on the implication of a clause of survivorship, it involved in 
the present case a benefit of survivorship not only in the actual sur- 
vivors, but in the children of those who died leaving issue—that is to 
say, a survivorship by the stocks—and he was aware of no authority 


going to that length, and was not posseres to make such an extensive 
implication for the mere purpose of avoiding a partial intestacy. The 
result was that there was an intestacy as to these two shares of income 
until the period of sale and distribution.—CounseL, Dighton Pollock, 
Cann, Shebbeare, Maugham, Ward Coldridge; Romer, K.C., and 
Marriott. Soticrrors, Thorowgood, Tabor, & Hardcastle, for Bond, 
Barwick, & Peake, Leeds; Jacques d: Son, for Scott & Turnbull, Leeds, 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.]) 





Solicitors’ Cases. 


Solicitors Ordered to be Struck Off the Rolls. 

March 26.—Rosert WiLL1AM ASHBURNER, Ulverston, Lancs. 

March 27.—Ernest VAUGHAN, 17, Southampton-street, Fitzroy-square, 
W. 

Solicitors Ordered to be Suspended. 

March 26.—Grorce Prosser, suspended for two years. 
| March 27.—Ernest George Bryant Goppinc, 88, Chancery-lane, 

W.C., suspended for eighteen months. 

March 27.—Josern Ricuarpson, Bradford, suspended for two years. 

March 27.—Wiut1am Westex Woosnam, 76, Chancery-lane, W.C., 
suspended for five years. 








Societies. 


The Selden Society, 
ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING. 

The annual general meeting of the Selden Society was held on Wed- 
nesday, in the Council Room, Lincoln’s-inn Hall, the president, Mr. 
Watrer Cuartes Rensuaw, K.C., taking the chair. Among those 
present were Mr. Justice Joyce, vice-president, Lord Justice Buckley, 
Mr. Justice Warrington, Sir Robert Romer, G.C.B., Sir Charles Chad- 
wyck-Healey, K.C., K.C.B., Mr. P. O. Lawrence, K.C., Mr. R. F. 
Norton, K.C., Professor Kenny, Mr. Paley Baildon, Mr. Cracroft, Mr. 
Hurst, Mr. J. G. Wood, Mr. Rider, hon. treasurer, and Mr. B. Fossett 
Lock, hon. secretary. 

The CuamrmaN congratulated the meeting that there was an increase 
in the number of members, and also that the financial position of the 
society was very satisfactory. Those present knew that about a week 
after the last annual meeting Volume 2 of the cases in the Court of 
Star Chamber, by Mr. Leadam, was issued, and he thought that every- 
body would agree that that was a very satisfactory volume, the only 
trouble being that it was so bulky that it was difficult to hold up when 
sitting in an arm chair to read it. Mr. Turner’s sixth volume of the 
Year Book series was not yet ready, and he was sorry to say that the 
council could not exactly predicate when it would be ready, but he 
hoped before very long. On the other hand, there were for this year 
two other publications to look forward to. One of them was the 
second volume of the Year Books of the Eyre of Kent, edited hy Mr. 
Bolland, and the other a volume on “‘ Select Charters of Trading Com- 
panies,’’ to be edited by Mr. Cecil T. Carr. The volume of the Eyre 
of Kent, the second volume, promised, he thought, to be a very 
interesting one. He had read and considered a great deal of the intro- 
duction Mr. Bolland had prepared, and he found that it dealt with a 
large number of actions and proceedings under different headings, such 
as ‘‘ annuity,’ “‘covenant,’’ and so on. There were a great many 
headings ; but, unfortunately, although there were so many, the whole 
| of the matter could not be compressed into the forthcoming volume, 
and it would be necessary to have a third volume to complete the print 
of the Eyre of Kent. Mr. Bolland had pointed out in the introduction 
that he had discovered something in the nature of a novelty in the form 
of certain bills—they were called bills—which were presented to the 

court of judges sitting in Eyre at the time in question. These bills 

were of a novel character as far as his discovery had gone hitherto, and 
purported, he thought, to be very interesting. He would just read 
une which was rather longer than the ordinary run. This was one 
| which was set out in the introduction by a man named John Fesrekyn, 
and it ran thus :—‘‘ Dear Sir,—Of you who are put in the place of 
our Lord the King to do right to poor and to rich, I cry mercy. I, 
John Fesrekyn, make my complaint to God and to you, Sir Justice, that 
Richard, the carpenter that is clerk of the Bailiff of Shrewsbury, 
detains from me six marks which I paid him upon receiving from 
him an undertaking in writing, by which he bound himself to find me 
in board and lodging in return for the money he had from me; and 
he keeps not what was agreed between us, but as soon as he had gotten 
hold of the money he abandoned me, and sequestered my person, and 
gave me a scrap of bread, as though I had been but a pauper begging 
his bread for God’s sake, and through him I all but died of hunger. 
And for all this I cry your mercy, dear sir, and _ pray, 
for God’s sake, that you will see that I get the ao 
back before you leave this town, or never shall I have it bac 
| again, for I tell you that the rich folk all back each other up to keep 
| the poor folk in this town from getting their rights. As soon, my 
| lord, as I get my money I shall go to the Holy Land, and there [ 
| will pray for the King of England and for you, by your name, Sir 
| John de Berwick; for I tell you that not a farthing I have to spend 
| on a pleader; and so for this, dear sir, be gracious to me that I may 
}get my money back.’’ He thought this was a very interesting form 
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of Bill as the commencement of proceedings for recovery back of a 
debt. There were various references in these bills to the remedy, 
such as “‘ for God’s sake,’’ “‘ pray much for God and for your alms,”’ 
“for your charity,” ‘‘ for the love of Jesus Christ and the soul of the 
Queen,” and in that way, which reminded one somewhat of some of 
the windings-up in the proceedings in the Star Chamber. He rather 
thought that the form of proceeding instituted by these bills was 
what nowadays would be called suing in forma pauperis, but Mr. 
Bolland did not quite take that view, although he thought it was likely. 
The bills would no doubt be very interesting when they came to see 
them all. They were written mostly on small strips of parchment, 
all separate, some only as wide as a man’s finger. There was also in 
Mr. Bolland’s introduction a learned discussion on. the authorship of 
the year books, as to whether they were written by the clerks of the 
courts or by whom they were written, which he would not attempt to 
go into. There was also what he thought would be a very important 
matter. Mr. Bolland dealt with a treatise on medieval French ortho- 
graphy which was printed by Thomas Wright, a very well-known anti- 

uarian, in 184C. It dealt with the orthography or spelling of many of 
these medieval French words, and Mr. Bolland had found out that 
Wright, in all probability, obtained his copy which he printed from 
a MS. in Lincoln’s Inn library, which was given to the library by 
Charles Purton Cooper somewhere before 1840; where he got it from 
was perhaps a little mysterious. The counci! had stated in the report 
what were the future volumes which were contemplated and, with- 
out further words, he begged to move the adoption of the report. 

Mr. Justice Joyce, vice-president, seconded the motion. He said 
he was sure they were to be congratulated that Sir Charles Chadwyck- 
Healey had consented to become a vice-president in succession to Sir 
Robert Finlay. He could conceive no one who was better qualified, 
or who took more interest in their proceedings. Then, everyone who 
knew Mr. J. G. Wood would know that his joining the council would 
be a great acquisition, and, last but not least, it was a subject of 
great rejoicing that their old friend Sir Robert Romer was now back 
as a member of the council. 

The motion was carried. 

The CHatRMAN said the result was that Sir Charles Chadwyck- 
Healey had been adopted as a vice-president in place of Sir Robert 
Finlay, and that Mr. Paley Baildon, F.S.A., Sir H. Maxwell Lyte, 
K.C.B., Lord Justice Fletcher Moulton, Mr. C. A. Russell, K.C., and 
Mr. J. G. Wood became members of the council. 

Sir Roserr Romer moved and Lord Justice BuckLey seconded a 
vote of thanks to the president and officers, which was agreed to, and 
a vote of thanks was passed to the treasurer and benchers of the Inn 
on the motion of Professor Kenny, seconded by Mr. Paley Baildon. 


Norfolk and Norwich Incorporated Law Society. 


The following are extracts from the report of the Committee :— 

Members.—The number of members is now eighty-three, of whom 
two are life members and sixty-two are members of the head Law 
Society. The number of barristers, Justices of the Peace, and others 
(not being members of the Society) who subscribe to the Law Library 
is eight, of whom one is a life member. 

Land Transfer.—At the last annual meeting of the society it was 
pointed out that the Report of the Land Transfer Royal Commission 
which had just been issued, was unfavourable to the system of com- 
pulsory registration of title as existing in London. But notwith- 
standing this conclusion, the surprising announcement was made in 
July last that the Lord Chancellor intended to bring in a Bill for 
extending the condemned system of compulsory registration to the 
whole of the country. Under these circumstances the President of 
the Law Society, at the annual provincial meeting held at Nottingham 
in September, dealt very fully with the subject in his address, in 
which he recommended the Law Society to provide a Bill of its own 
——e simplification of the practice of conveyancing with a modified 
system of registration. At the same meeting a most valuable paper 
on the subject was read by Mr. J. S. Rubinstein, which will repay 
members the trouble of reading, for it is a veritable mine of informa- 
tion, setting forth clearly all the pros and cons resulting from experi- 
ence, the objections which have been made to the system of conveyancing 
prevailing through the country and the answers to those objections, 
and the particular advantages of the present system over compulsory 
registration. 

Adjudication of Stamp Duty.—As the result of action on the part 
of the Associated Provincial Law Societies, the Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue have now abolished the fee of 5s. hitherto exacted in con- 
nection with adjudication of stamped instruments forwarded through 
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LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 


THANET HOUSE, 231-232 STRAND, LONDON, W.C. 
OPPOSITE THE LAW OOURTS. 
REMOVED FROM No. 24 LINCOLN'S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
Estas.ise#Ep 1853, 
i in £400,000 
Debenture Stock re ne iss ae ... £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON 
Forms of Proposal and full informaiion can be obtained at the Society's Ofices. 
W. OSCAR NASH, F.LA., Actuary and Secretary. 





Obituary. 
Mr. J. Davies. 


The death is announced of Mr. James Davies, of Hereford, solicitor. 
He was admitted so long ago as 1846, and was the oldest solicitor in 
Hereford. He acted for over half a century as clerk to the Hereford 
City Magistrates. He was an ardent antiquary, and greatly interested 
in Welsh history. At the time of his death he was eighty-seven years 


of age. 
Mr. H. C. Beddoe. 


Mr. Henry Child Beddoe, J.P., of Hereford, solicitor, proctor, and 
notary, died on the 26th inst., at the age of eighty-seven years. He 
was admitted in 1847, and at his death was the head of the firm of 
H. C. Beddoe & Son. He held a long list of appointments, including 
those of County Treasurer, secretary to the Bishop of Hereford, and 
registrar of the diocese of Hereford. He had served the office of 
Mayor of Hereford. 











Legal News. 
Appointment. 


Mr. Percy J. Hayman Gray, Deputy Town Clerk of Paddington, 
has been appointed Town Clerk of Southwark. 





Changes in Partnerships, &c. 


Dissolutions, 
Wituim Henry Lanp and Ronatp Crossrietp Foster, solicitors 
(Land & Foster), Halifax. Nov. 1, 1906. 
[Gazette, March 22. 
James A. Hupson and Cuartes B. Hupson, solicitors (Brierley & 
Hudson), Rochdale. March 22. The said James A. Hudson will 
practise under the style of Brierley & Hudson at The Butts, Rochdale ; 
the said Charles B. Hudson will practise in his own name at 1, Baillie- 
street, Rochdale. [Gazette, March 26. 





General. 


The Chief Industrial Commissioner’s Department announce, says 





the post, and the personal undertaking to remit the duty is no longer 
required. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srupents’ Desatinc Socrery.—March 26.—Chairman, Mr. P. B. 
Skeels.—The subject for debate was : ‘‘ That the Censorship of Plays 
should be abolished.’’ Mr. H. F. Rubinstein opened in the affirmative, 
Mr. R. F. Mattingly opened in the negative. The following members 
continued the debate : Messrs. W. S. Jones, F. Burgis, F. G. Enness, 
G. E. Shrimpton, W. 8S. Meeke, W. M. Pleadwell, W. H. L. Parry, 


the Times, that the following names have been added to the list of 
persons on the panels of the Courts of Arbitration appointed for cases 
when both parties in a labour dispute make application for — 
before a court of three or more persons :—Panel of Chairmen : Lorc 
Richard Cavendish, the Hon. Mr. Justice Parker, Sir Francis W. 
Maclean, K.C.I.E., Sheriff-Substitute A. O. M. Mackenzie, Mr. J. R. 
Atkin, K.C., Mr. C. M. Bailhache, K.C., Professor Richard Lodge, 
Mr. J. Burnett. Employers’ Panel: Sir Robert A. Hadfield, F.R.5., 
Mr. J. Causton, Mr. David Colville, Mr. Wilkinson Hartley, J.P., 
Mr. J. P. Maclay, Mr. Reginald J. Smith, K.C., Mr. W. Thackray, 
J.P. Labour Panel : The Right Hon. Charles Fenwick, M.P., Mr. J. 
N. Bell, Mr. W. C. Robinson, J.P., Mr. Robert Smillie, J.P. The 
new members will hold office for three years from the lst of January, 





C. F. King, and Bourchier F, Hawksley. The motjon wag lost by 
three votes. 
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— 
FIRST AVENUE HOTEL 


LONDON 


Very convenient for solicitors and clients visiting 
London. Situated in Hizh Holborn, opposite Chancery - 
lane, and a few doors from ‘‘ Tube”’ Station. A 


most comfortable first-class hotel for families and 
gentlemen. Quiet bedrooms, with private bath-rooms 
adjoining, overlooking Gray’s-inn Gardens. Moderate 
tariff; no charge for attendance. Best hotel garage 
in London, Telegrams: ‘ Firavtel, London.”’ 


Proprietors: GORDON HOTELS, Ee. | 








LL 


The death is announced of Mr. Justice Homburg, a Judge of the 
Supreme Court of South Australia. He was, says the 7'imes, a German 
by birth, born in the city of Brunswick in 1848. He arrived in South 
Australia in 1857, and as a youth was first employed in a land agency 
business, and was then articled to Mr. (afterwards Mr. Justice) 
Boucaut. The last two years of his articles he served in the office of 
Sir J. W. Downer. Mr, Homburg was admitted to the Bar in April, 
1874, and after ten years’ legal practice entered Parliament. In 1905 
he was appointed a Judge of the Supreme Court of South Australia. 





At a special meeting of Derbyshire County magistrates held on the 
25th inst. to consider the question of the chairmanship of Quarter 
Sessions rendered vacant by the removal of his Honour Juin Lindley 
to Devonshire, it was unanimously resolved to propose Mr. H. St. 
John Raikes, barrister-at-law, who is Recorder of King’s Lynn. Mr. 
Raikes, says the 7'imes, will be asked to preside at the court to be 
held in Easter week, although his election cannot take place until a 
month’s notice has been given. 


Were the chancellors of the various dioceses to compare their patents 
of appointment they would, says a writer in the Daily Telegraph, 
discover material differences therein. In Oxford, for instance, the 
bishop saves and excepts to himself and his successors ‘‘the power 
of sitting in Our Consistorial Court and of exercising all and all 
manner of jurisdiction and Authority to Us and Our Successors in 
right of Our Bishopric belonging,’’ and the Bishop of Salisbury re- 
serves ‘‘to our own audience in person solely and to the audience of 
our successors in their persons solely or with the assistance of the said 

, our Vicar-General and Principal Official or to him and four 
clergymen dignified or beneficed within our jurisdiction . . . the 
hearing of all such criminal causes relating to the Clerks aforesaid.’’ 
In the diocese of Sodor and Man power was formerly reserved to the 
bishop to hear ‘‘ merely spiritual’ causes, but this practice no longer 
obtains. The Bishops of St. Asaph, Bangor, Carlisle, Chichester, St. 
David's, Ely, Exeter, Truro, Gloucester, Hereford, Lichfield, Norwich, 
and Peterborough also specially retain in the patents they issue to their 
respective chancellors the right to preside at trials. 


A lady entered the Court of Appeal on the 25th inst., says the 
Evening Standard, and declared that she demanded justice. Lord 
Justice Vaughan-Williams interposed to say that he had received a 
letter from her which was very disheartening. The Applicant.—But, 
my lord His Lordship.—Wait, wait; you must hear me. It is, 
I say, very disheartening when one is in the difficult position of having 
an appeal when the application is made by an applicant who is utterly 
incapable of putting forward the proposition of law which she wishes to 
put before the Court. In the present circumstances, although I told 
you that you had made out no case whatever, I took the trouble to get 
the papers myself to see whether you had any ground of appeal. Since 
then you have ventured to write me a letter in which you suggest that 
I have not dealt with the documents. Now, listen; I want to tell you 
I have read all the papers in your case, and there is no ground for 
your application for leave to appeal, and it will not be granted. 
The Applicant.—I am to retire to the House of Lords? His Lord- 
ship.—Retire wherever you like. The Applicant.—You refuse to go 
into my case? At this point a man appeared from the back of the 
court and said loudly : ‘‘ Are you aware that it was the solicitor of the 
Lord Chancellor who advised her to come to-day?”’ His Lordship.— 
Usher, these people must be removed. The couple left the court, pro- 
testing loudly. 


The Bill introduced by Mr. Ellis Griffith and backed by Mr. 
McKenna, to consolidate and amend the law relating to inebriates, has, 
says the 7'imes, now been printed. It provides that any relative or 
friend of an alleged inebriate, and where a voluntary guardian of an 
inebriate finds the powers exerciseable by him as sucli insufficient to 
enable him to exercise proper control over the inebriate, such guardian 
may make a private application by petition to a judicial authority for 
an order appointing a guardian (in this Act referred to as a judicial 
guardian) or committing him to a retreat. Provided that if t — 
tion is not presented by a relative of the alleged inebriate or by a 








voluntary guardian, it shall contain a statement of the reasons why 


the petition is not presented by a relative and of the connection of the 

titioner with the alleged inebriate and the circumstances under which 
* presents the petition. Where such a petition is presented, it shall 
be accompanied by a medical certificate as to the condition of the 
alleged inebriate or by a certificate that the alleged inebriate has re. 
fused to submit himself to medical examination, and by a statutory de- 
claration signed by the petitioner and by at least one other person. 
Upon the presentation of the petition and such documents as aforesaid 
the judicial authority shall either visit the alleged inebriate or summon 
him to appear before him to shew cause why an order should not be 
made against him. 


The following Scottish legal appointments are announced :—Mr. John 
Wilson, K.C., at present Sheriff of Inverness, Elgin, and Nairn, to be 
Sheriff of Renfrew and Bute, in the place of Mr. N. J. D. Kennedy, 
K.C., who has resigned on his appointment as chairman of the Scottish 
Land Court. Mr. A. O. M. Mackenzie, at present Sheriff-Substitute 
of Lanarkshire at Glasgow, to be Sheriff of Inverness, Elgin, and 
Nairn, in the place of Mr. John Wilson, K.C. Mr. W. D. Lyell, at 
present Sheriff-Substitute of Renfrew and Bute at Paisley, to be 
Sheriff-Substitute of Lanarkshire at Glasgow, in the place of Mr. A. 
O. M. Mackenzie. Mr. P. J. Blair, at present Sheriff-Substitute of 
Stirling, Dumbarton, and Clackmannan at Dumbarton, to be Sheriff- 
Substitute of Renfrew and Bute at Paisley, in place of Mr. W. D 
Lyell. Mr. D. 8. Macdiarmid, Advocate, to be Sheriff-Substitute of 
Stirling, Dumbarton, and Clackmannan, in the place of Mr. P. J. 
Blair. 

An American judge has, says a writer in the Globe, eclipsed the fame 
of Chief Justice Gascoigne. That brave judge committed the Prince 
of Wales for contempt of court. Judge Beeman, who administers 
justice in Illinois, has punished his own wife for the same offence. 
Who shall say that the annals of the Bench can shew a braver deed’ 
The unruly lady, who was present in her husband’s court while “a 
young man of prepossessing appearance ’’ was punished for disorderly 
conduct, expressed her disapproval of the sentence in emphatic terms. 
“Wait till you are home’”’ was the last of the unseemly exclamations 
she hurled at her spouse on the Bench. This domestic threat was too 
much for judicial flesh even in Illinois, and the angry and embarrassed 
judge fined his impudent and defiant wife £5 for contempt of court, 
and ordered her to be kept in custody until the fine was paid. It is 
understood that Judge Beeman has utterly disregarded the old legal 
notion that husband and wife are one. 








Royat Navy.—Parents thinking of the Royal Navy as a profession 
for their sons can obtain (without charge) full particulars of the regula- 
tions for entry to the Royal Naval College, Osborne, the Paymaster 
and Medical Branches, on application. (Publication Dept.) Gieve, 
Matthews, & Seagrove, 65, South Molton-street, London, W.— [Advt.] 








Wuy Pay Rent? Take an Immediate Mortgage free in event of death 
from the ScortisH TEMPERANCE Lire Assurance Co. (Limirep). Repay- 
ments usually less than rent. Mortgage expenses paid by the Company. 
Prospectus from 3, Cheapside, E.C. ’Phone 6002 Bank.—Advt. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora or Reortsreags tw ATTENDANCE OW 


Emercexcy Aprrzat Court Mr. Justice 
Date. Rota, No. 2, Jorgz. Swixrew Eavyr. 


Monday April 1 Mr Church Mr Synge Mr Bloxam Mr Goldschmidt 
Tuesda, 2 Theed Church Farmer Synge 
. 3 Bloxam Theed Leach Church 
4 Farmer Bloxam Borrer Theed 
Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Wanreixerox. NEVILLE. Parkes. 


il 1 Mr Borrer Mr Theed Mr Leach Mr Greswell — 
Toesdey —_ a Beal Bloxam Borrer Goldschmidt 
8 Greswell 
4 


Mr. Justice 


Mr, Justice 
Ev 


, Farmer Beal Synge 
UPsdAy.......0 Goldschmidt Leach Greswell Charch 
The Easter Vacation will on Friday, the Sth day of April, 1912, and 
terminate on Tuesday, the 9th day of April, 1912, inclusive. 














The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 

April 1.—Messrs. Tucxztr & Som, at the Mart, at 2: Leasehold and Freehold 
Pruperties (see advertisement, back page, March 16). 

April 3 and May 15.—Mesers. Dawren Sutra, Sov, & Oaxtey, at the Mart, at 2, 
Freehold Town ~~ Agricultural Estates, Grouad Rents, &c. (see advertisement, 

h 23). 

April 4.— Messrs. H. E. Fosrze & Caanrracp, at the Mart, at 2: Reversions, Policies 
of Assurance, &c, (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

April 23.—Messre. Mazuze & Manwsr, at the Mart, at 2: City Office Building (see 
advertisement, back page, this week). 

May 7.—Messrs. Taungoop & Martin, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Mansion (see 
advertisement, back page, this week), 
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Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—FRIDAY, Mar. 2°, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lrutrep rm Omawozer. 


CarkoL's SPIRIT MATURING, LtD—Creditors are uired, on or before April 20, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Ww. C. H. Church, 86, Pilgrim st, Newcastle upon Tyne, liquidator. 

CHATMA OILFIELD Co, LtD—Pet: for winding up, presented Mar 19, directed to be heard 
April 2. Preston & Foster, Craig’s Court House, Charing Cross, solors for the petnr. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above named nos later than 6 o'clock iu the 
afternoon of April 1. 

“HUGHENDEN” STeaMSHIP Co, LTD (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are 
required, on or before April 19, to send their names and addresses, and particulars 
of their debts or claims, to J. H. Charlton, Baltic Chambers, Sunderland, liquidator. 

K. A. WATERPROOFING AND Dyk FIXING Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before 
April 26, to send their names and addre:ses and the particulars ot their debts and 
claims, to Harry Percy Noble, 39, Royal Exchange, Mancheeter, liquidator. 

LeITH GRAHAM SYNDICATE, Ltp.—Petn for winding up, presented Mar 16, directed to be 
heard April 2. Spyer & Sons, Austin Friars House, Austin Friara, solors for the 
petnr. Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock 
in the afternoon of April 1. 

LONDON AND WESTMINSTER INSURANCE Co, LTp.—Petn for winding up, presented 
Mar 18, directed t> be heard April2 Robiosoa & Bradley, 7, King’s Beach Walk, 
Temple; Agents for T. W. Potts, Stockport, solor for petnrs Notice of appearing 
must reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock in th: afternoon of April lL. 

NATIONAL CARBIDE Co, LtTp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 22, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to William 
Pascal Keeling, 116, Chancery In, liquidator 

OILS AND GREASES LTD.—Pe'n for wiading up presented Mar 29, directed t» be 
heard Avril 2. Piesse & sons, 15, Old Jewry chmbrs, solora for the petnrs Notice 
- appearing must reach the above named not later than 6‘o’clock in the afternoon 
of April 1. 

SUcIETE MEDITERRANEENNE DU VACUUM CLEANER, LTD (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).— 
Creditors are required, on or before April 22, to send their names and addresses, and 
-. ae of their debts or claims, to William Austin, 35, King William st, 

quidator 


UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


J. W. Srupson & Co—Petn for winding up, presented Mar 22, directed to be heard April 
2 Biddle & Co, 22 Aldermanbury, solors to the petnr. Notice of appearing must reach 
above named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of April 1. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Mar. 26. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Liuitep 1m Onanorry. 


CHARLES J. T, KAUFMANN, LTD (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required 
on or before April 9, to send their names and ad iresses, with particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Ralph H Grey, 2, Florence ter, Ealing Common, W., liquidat.r 

LONDON BUILDING EsTaTES DEVELOPMENT Co, LtD—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 
31, directed to be heard at the Co irt House, Burney st, Greenwich, Mar 29 at 10.30 
Raphael & Co, 17, Coleman st, solors for the petnrs. Notice of appearing must reach 
the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Mar v8 

LUCERNA ANGLO SWIss MILK CHOCOLATE Co, LTD.—Credit rs are required, on or before 
April 20, to send their names and addresses, and the par.iculars of their debts or 
claims, to Evnest Thomas Arnold, 8, Arthur st West Swepstone & Co, Great St Helens, 
solors for the liquidator. 

Src 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Mar. 22, 


ALDGATE SYNDICATE, LTD. 

ALFORD AND DISTRICT CONSERVATIVE CLUB Co, Lip, 
8. Massgy, Lrp. 

UNITED C&LLULO SILK SPINNERS, LTD, 

PHENIX VETERINARY SUPPLIES, LTD, 

MIDHURST PUBLISHING Co, LTD. 

KALsiTE, Lip. 

FEDERAL STONE RENOVATING Co, LTD, 

D,. 8. M. ConTRacT SYNDICATE, Lip. 

SHAMVA (RHODESIA) OPTIONS CORPORA‘ION, LTD. 
StaTE OF BAHIA TRADING AND EXPLORATION Co, LTD, 
PASSMONDS BRICKWORKS LTD. 

RAMSDEN, LANKESTER & Co, LTD. 

SOCIETE MEDITERRANEENNE DU VACUUM CLEANER, LTD, 
BROWN STREET CAFE (MANCHESTER), LTD. 

8a-VALL Tap Co, Lp. 

WM. BROADBENT & Co, LrpD. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Mar. 26. 
8. FisHER, LTD. 
BURKES FURNISHING Co, LTD. 
CHORLTON ENTERTAINMENTS, LTD. 
AUSTRALIAN MINING AND GOLD RECOVERY Co, LTD, 
NILS PEARSON MINING SYNDICATE, LTD. 
St. HILDA STEAM FISHING Co, LTD. 
WEsT BRITISH DEVELOPMENT SYNDICATE, LTD, 
Pom, Lrp. 
PICKERING CREWDSON Motor Co, LTD. 
San FInxX TIN MINES, LTD. 
LUCERNA ANGLO SWISS MILK CHOCOLATE Co, LTD, 
ZANZIBAR INVESTMENT Co, LTD. 
SINARO SPRINGS, LTD. 
INVESTMENT AND IssUING AGENCY, LTD. 
MORTIMER, HARLEY & Co, LTD (Reconstruction). 
BEVIS MARKS SYNDICATE, LTD. 
STAFFORD ROAD AND SUNNYRISE MARKET NURSERIES Co, LTD. 
STOKESLEY STEAMSHIP Co, LTD. 
ConTRAcT LOAN AND TRUST CORPORATION, LTD. 








Creditors’ Notices. 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Mar. 22, 
AMY, ADELAIDE FRANCES, Burgess Hill, Sussex April 20 Hopgool & Dowsons, Spring 


dns : 
BaLt, Soszrn, Lemanam st, Walworth April23 Rawlinson & Son, New Broad st 





THE BRITISH LAW 


FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED, 
5 LOTHBURY, LONDON, H.C. 


(with Branches throughout the United Kingdom), 


SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL ... £1,050,000 
PAID-UP CAPITAL .... “i £150,000 
RESERVES ani tee oe £269,000 

General Manager—DAVID M. LINLEY. Seeretary—T, WILLIAMS, 


FIRE, LOSS of PROFITS due to FIRE, 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, 
PERSONAL ACCIDENT and SICKNESS, 
BURGLARY, FIDELITY GUARANTEE, PROPERTY OWNERS’ 
INDEMNITY, and GLASS BREAKAGE. 

Gentlemen in a position to introduce Business are invited to undertake 
Agencies within the United Kingdom. No Foreign Business undertaken. 





BERRY, CHARLES BENJAMUN, Swinbrook, Oxford, Carpenter Aprii 19 Browo, Burford, 
)xon 
BLANEY, GEORGE, Lytchett Matravers, Dorset Forthwith Budge, Poole 
BRADLK&Y, FRANK, Newark upon Trent, Nottingham, Grocer April 19 Hodgkinson & 
Beevor, Newark upon Trent 
BREAY, ELIZABETH MARGARET, Fleet, Hants April 23 Brook & Co, Aldershot 
BROWN, SARAH, Newburn, Northumberland, Grocer April 6 Midd etou, Newcastle 
upon Tyne 
Brown, loM FELSTEAD, Chatteris, Cambridge, Farmer April 12 Ruston & Son, Chatteris 
Cambs 
BRYANT, THO¥AS WILLIAM, Weston super Mare May 4 Dickinson & Sons, Weston 
super Mare 
BULFORD, GEORGE, Tiptree, Essex April 11 Jackson & Jackson, South sq, Gray's inn 
BULL. MARY, Angell rd, Brixton May6 Baileys & Co, Berners st 
Bu.RELL, WILLIAM, Morley, Yorks April17 W & E H Middlebrook, Birstall, nr Leeds 
CARLING, JAMES, Linthorp+, ‘iddlesbrough, E:gineer April 20 Hardy, Middlesbrough 
CLAXK, MARY, Norwich April20 Matthews, Swaffham 
COLEMAN ELIZABeTH, Bolton April 22 Eastwood, Bolton 
COWEN, MAUKICE, We t Didsbury, Manchester April 22 Le Voi & Co,St Helen’s pl 
CRISP, MARTHA JANE Milford Hiven April 10 Lendon & Carpenter, Budge row 
CxITCHLEY, FANNY, Bournemorth April 15 Ridgway & Ridgway, De ssbury 
Dock, ELIZABETH, Balham hill, Baluam May 13 T.lling, Bi hop gate 
EDWARDS, HENRY, S'anford, Lincoln April 30 Stavleton & Son, Stam ‘ord 
FRoGeaTT, LouISA MARIA, Sheffield Apr115 Webster & Scvrinz, Sneffield 
GREEN, WILLIAM CROFTON, MA Chudleigh, Devon, April 20 Hack-r & Michelmore, 
Newton Abbot 
HARPER, JAM&S PEDDIE, MD Millburn House, West Norwood, May 6 Baileys & Co, 
Berners st 
HARPER, THOMAS, Masham, Yorks, Innkeeper April 27 Edmuidson & Gowland, 
Masha n, RSO, Yorks 
HARRIS, JOHN, Bedminster, Bristol April 26 Parry, Bris‘ ol 
HEATH, RICHARD, Budleig | Salterton, Devon April 25 Orchard & Son, Exeter 
HEWETT, MINNIK !.OUISA, Bridgnorth, Salop April 30 Bird & Eldridges, Great James st 
HINDLE, HENRY§HEKB«RT, Jonannesburg Transvaal May 1 Cobbett & Co, Manchester 
HuME. WALTER PURVIS, Gloucester, Nurseryman May 10 Worth, New bund Street 
ouse 
KERSHAW, JOHN, Hanover ct, Hanover sq,Eagineer April22 Parker & Co, St. Michael's 
Kectory, Cornhill 
KIERNAN, JOHN FREDERICK, Manchester, Cotton Manufacturer April 19 R& W Page 
Manchester 
Last, WILLIAM Issac, Onslow cres, South Kensington, Civil Servant April 30 Hart, 
Harlow, Essex 
LEACH, MARY JANE, Leeds April19 Richardson & Son, Bradford 
LoMAX, JAMES, Bolton April 30 Fairbrother, Bolton 
MARIEN, MAURICE EDWARD, Sydney pl, Quslow sq, Kensington April 19 Donaldson, 
Bloomsbury pl ° 
MASON, SARAH, Coeltenh m May1 Reed & Wayman, Downham Ma ket 
MEYER, BERNARD, Broadhurst gdns, West Hampstead May1 Simmons, Finsbury 
vmt 
Nunn. Josurn PHILurrs, Royston Herts April 27 Wortham & Co, Royston, Herts 
OAKLEY, Sir HENRY, Chesterter, Regent's Park April20 Le Brasseur & Uakley, Carey 
st 
OSMENT, MARY JANE, Poole, Dorset April9 Budge, Poole 
PaRKER, ANSELM, York May4 Kay, York "3 
PARTINGTON, WILLIAM CHARLES MACKENZIE, Kirkmichael, Perth April 20 Trower’ & 
Co. New sq 
PAXTON, GEORGE, Havant, Hants April 26 Osborn-Jenkyn & Son, Lincoln's inn fields 
RAWSTRON, RICHARD, Rochdale, Machinery Merchant April30 Hartley & Son, Roch- 
dale 
Ro@rrs, JOHN. Carlton, Nottingham April 19 Smith, Nottingham 
SEATON, *REDERICK, Garlinge House, Kilburn April 18 tiunter & Haynes, New sq 
SEIGMANN, ANDREW JOHN JOSE H, Oxford gdns, North Kensington April 15 Rubin- 
stein, Raymond bldgs, Gray's inn ; 
SHaw, JOHN, Kirby Moorside, Yorks, Colliery Proprietor May 3 Clayton-Smith, 
Ponte ract 
SOUTHEY, ARTHUR, Teignmouth April 20 Jordan & Son, Teignmouth 
STANLEY, Rt Hon CHARLES JAMES, EARL OF CARLISLE April 30 Hills & Co, Queen 
Anne's gate 
STEVENS, EDWIN, Southses, Dairyman April 25 Allen, Portsmouth 
SUMNER, JAMES HAMMOND, Kingston on Thames April 20 Sherwood & Co, Kingston 
on the: es 
SUTCLIFFE, SARAH ANN CHARLOTTE, Hilifax April 26 Freeman, Sowerby Bridge 
TAYLOR, ARTA R JOSEPH, Brentford, Middix, Market Gardener April 20 Wooubridge 
& Sous, Serjeant’s inn 
THOMAS, ELIZA, Lytham, Lancaster May 8 Bennett & Co, Buxton — , 
TOMLIN, JO-EPH, Rustuail, funbridge Wells April 23 Gower, Tunbridge Wells 
bierce am WILKINS TANFIELY, Bath April 30 Reynolds & James, John st, 
Adelph 
WARING, ELIZA, Withernsea, Yorks April 24 Manley, Hull 
WIGHTWIC&s, Rt Hon JANE April 19 Dawson & Co, New sq 
Woop, ELLEN, Ilkley Butcher April 22 Cousins & Fletcher, Leeds f 
WOODHAMS, SARAH, Sevington, Kent April 5 Hallett & Co, Ashford, Kent 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Mar. 26. 
BAINES, WILLIAM Mortrmzr, York April 30 Baines, Queen Victoria st 
BEARE, Horatio PRatTER, Norwich April 30 Wallington & Co, Theobald’s rd 
BILLINGTON, JOHN CHARLES, Ashl-y, Staffs May 4 Cale, Birmingham t 
BoTH, Mosgs, St Nicolas waes, Belgium, Antique Dealer April 22 Rubinstein & 
Co, Raymond bldgs, Gray's inn 
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BRANDON, WALTER, Southampton April 25 Stegiene & Locke, Southampton 
BrovuGcHTon, CATHSRINE, Bridlington April 29 ilson & Maude, Bradford 
CARPENTER, ELEANOR, Caraden rd April 27 Yarde & Co, Raymond bidgs, Gray's inn 
CARTMELL, FRANCES MARY, yy Kendal May 25 Milne, Kendal 
CooKsoN, GEORGE, Addlestone, Sorrey ay 31 Hamp, Southampton st 
DICKENS, FRANCIS ATHERTON, Winchester April30 Warner & K rby, Winchester 
Dow, STEWART, Dorking. Surrey April 27 Parker & Co, St Michael's Rectory, Cornhill 
DUNKERLEY, SAMUEL HILLIARD, Cheetham Manchester Muy 1 Farrar & Co, Manchester 
Foster, FREDERICK FRANCIS, Henleyin Arden, Warwick May 22 Jaques & Sons, 
Birmingham 
Gass, FRANK Mowsray, Northleigh, Oxford Farmer April 27 Ravenors, Witney 
xon 
Gaynor, FRANCIS BRIAN GERALD, Victoria, Aus‘ralia April 18 
Lincoln's inn fields 
GrBB0NS, JOHN, Mosslev Hill, Liverpool May 2 Gibbons & Arkle, Liverpool 
Harris, Coursa Evtzaseru, Kilburn priory, Kilburn May 10 Loveil & Co, Gray's 
inn 8q 
Hivenes, Georek HARRY, Charterhouse bld¢s April27 Forbes & Son, Mark In 
Hvueues, WILLIAM, Bournemouth April 20 Mooring & Co, Bournemouth 
Hunt. Lucy JAn®, Portland av, stamford Hill May2 Brown & Co, Finsbury pymt 
KETLEY, MARTHA, Stourport, Worcester April18 Loft, Stourport 
Kink, /OHN, Clareton House, nr Knaresbo ough, Yorks, Farmer May 4 Gill & Son 
Knaresborough 
LAING ARTHUR EDWARD, Harehills, Leeds, Advertising Manager June 1 JB&JA 


Nistet & Co, 


| OrnMspy, ALIC#, Darwen, 


Linpsgy, EowARD Saxotnt, Berne, Switzerland, Railway Engincer Ju'y 1 Arnould 

& So', New ct, Lincoln’s inn 
LiorD, SAMORL, Stockport, Chester April 29 Sidebotham Stockport 
MARSHALL, ANN DEBORAG, Canbridge May 1 Ea ien & Uo, Cambridge 
Mrers, ELLs, Leets May 1 Cousins & Fletcher, 
NEWSHAM, ROBERT, Kendal, Westmoreland May 1 Watson & Co, Sheffield 
NICHOLSON, MARY JANE, Southport April15 Barrow in Furness 
NICKOLLS, MARY ELEN Bradford May 1 Farr & L»mas-Walker, Leeds 
Nrxon, EMMA, ——~ Sheffield Apt 25 Smith & Co, SheMield 

ances April 6 Hindle & Co, Darwen 

PARKER, Joun WILLIAM, Ewell, Surrey Muay 4 Howe & Rake, Chancery In 


| PaTRIOK, SELINA, Birmingh«m ‘April 80 Daggan & Elto», Birmingnam 


Perers, WoopMAN, St Austell, Cornwall, China Clay Merchant April 25 Carlyon & 
Stephens, +t Austell 
Prerce, Dr ARNOT WYLIE, Liverpool April 24 Smith & Son, Liverpool 


| Prke, CHARLES SEPTIMUS, Jhansi, India April > Capron & Co, Savie pl 


Ronerts, HoGH, Dolvelley, Meri yneth Mayl ¥ J & C Pople, Widnes 
SHEPHERD, FANNY, Weston super Mare April 22 Crust & Cp. Beverley 


| Sort, MARIANNE HAV ARD, B.th April 30 PMarsden & Co, Henrietta st, Cavendish sq 


StH, Francis, Chiswick, Brewer April 27 Few & Co, Surrey st, Strand 

Smita, JosErH, Gren side, Yorks, Farmer April 30 Ashington & Denton, Sheffiel i 
VINCENT, MARY ELIZABETH, Southampton April 25 Steph-ns & Locke, Southam ton 
W psworts, JULIA, Rusholme, Manchester April 24 Goddard, Clement's in», Strand 
WASHBOURNE, JouN, fron Acton, Glos, Licensed Victualler June 5 Salisbury & Co. 


Brooke Leeds 
L&VICK, THOMAS, Blackpool, Plumber May 7 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette. —FRIDAY, Mar. 22. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Amopcter, Atrazp Morcataoyp, Manningham, Bradford, 
Incandescent Mantle Dealer Bradford Pet Mar 20 
Ord Mar 20 


Batt, Faasx Lestrs, Staines, Middix Kingston, Surrey | P 
Mar 18 aa 


Pet Jan 18 Ord 


Biomewtaat, A 8, Hanbury st, Zebasee Dealer High | 


Court Pet Mar? Ord Mar 1 | 

Bowwen, Faanx, Shrewsbury, Licenned Victualler Shrews 
bury Pet Mar 18 Ord Mar 1 

Baowseow, Georos Francis |. ta Bradford, Fancy 
Goods Dealer Bradford Pet Mar 18 Ord Mar 18 

Carter, Wits, Whittington Moor, nr Chesterfield, 
Wholesale Confectioner Chesterfield Pet Mar 19 
Ord Mar 19 

Caan.ttow, Tuomas, Middlesbrough. Fruiterer Middles 
brough PetMari8 Ord Mar 18 

Craoesixouam, Henry, St Leonards on Sea, Coal Merchant 
Hastings’ Pet Mar 18 Ord Mar 18 

Davwiet, Jou, Southall, Middix, Shop Assistant Windsor 
Pet Mar 15 Ord Mar 15 

Davies, Baexsautw Reywo.v, Morriston, Swansea, Master 
Baker Swansea Pet Mar 18 Ord Mar 18 

Davies, Joux, Salford, Fish Dealer Salford Pet Mar 19 
Ord Mar 19 

Denwicee, Bavwo P, Sutton, Surrey Croydon Pet Dec 7 

ar 19 
Swansea 


Ord 

Epwarps, Wivwirexpe, Milliner 
Pet Mar 20 Ord Mar 20 

Estcovar, Groner, St Paul’sav. Willesden Green Builder 
High Court Pet Mar18 Ord Mar 18 

Faavxttx, Tuomas Heway Puaroan, Southsea, Hants 
Baker Portsmouth Pet Mar 19 Ord Mar 19 

Gort, Bexsaury, Chesterfield Schoolmaster Birmingham 
Pet Feb 29 ‘Ord Mar 19 

Hatou, Gsonoe Wititam, Georgetown, Tredegar Coal 
Miner Tredegar Pet Mari19 Ord Mar 19 

Haspwicks, H Dewrow, St James's st, Piccadilly Account- 
ant High Court Pet Feb20 Ord Mar 15 

a 7 Lu Tt Leeds, Architect Leeds Pet Mar 18 

em kk WItiiam, eee Norfolk, Chemist 
Norwich Pet Mar i$ Ord M 

Jacques, Ross, Kibworth tat Leicester, Hair- 
dresser Leicester Pet Mar 18 Ord Mar 18 

Conse, Comsveee, Bath, Tailor Bath Pet Mar 9 Ord | 


Swansea 





Kerriewett, Joux Hewny, Leeds, Journeyman Saddler 
Leeds Pet Mar 16 Ord Mar 16 | 

Kyox, James Jouystoxs Baows, © ee Credit Draper 
Hanley Pet r8 Ord Mar 

Lewis, Writs, West Pelton, - | aaa Farmer 

Wrexham Pet Mar 18 Ord Mar 1 

Loswensteis, Samus, Charlotte st, tsroy 8q, Outfitter 
High Court Pet Feb7 Ord Mar 1 


Robinson, Blackpool 


Bri 








McQueen, Jonw Fatcower, Southend, Essex, Chelmsford 
Pet Feb 22 Ord Mar 20 

Me tavisu, Jouw Epwarp, Bath, Cycle Agent Bath 
Pet Mar 18 Ord Mar 18 

Mippterox, Ricnarp Cartnuew, Tottenham Court rd, 
Underwriter High Court Pet Jan 25 Ord Mar 20 

O.peoyp, Tuomas, Heckmondwike, York, Draper Dews- 
bury Pet Mar 18 Ord Mar 18 

| Patuer, Eowarp, Freshford, nr Bath, Boot Maker Bath 

Pet Mar 20 Ord Mar 20 

ke, Coartes Artnur, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer 

Leicester Pet Mar 20 Ord Mar 20 

Pgansoxy, Joux Simons, Gladwell rd, Stroud Green, 
Tailor High Court Pet Mar 20 Ord Mar 

Porrertos, Syoney Herseat, Tonbridge Wells Tunbridge | 
Wells Pet Mar 20 Ord Mar 20 

Puew, Writs Arrave, Sturminster Newton, Dorset, 
Fish Merchant Dorchester Pet Mar 20 Ord Mar 20 

Purvis, Tuomas, Heswall, Chester, Builder's, Merchant 
Birkenhead Pet Mar 4 Ord Mar 18 

Reap, Wittuam Jons, Nuneaton, Warwick, Builder 
Coventry Pet Mar 20 Ord Mar 2) 

Reeves, Georce, Yoysybwi, Glam, Baker 
Pet Mri9 Ord Mar 19 

Rayxoups, Eowis, Aberdare, Innkeeper Aberdare Pet 
Mar 19 Ord Mar 19 

Ricaart, Constaxtixs Wit.ram, Brighton, House Furnisher 
Brighton Pet Feb8 Ord Mar 20 

Rosinsox, AgTaur, _—* Worsted Spinner Halifax | 
Pet Mar5 Ord Mar 18 

Roruscai.p, Josers, Liverpoo!, Tobacco Dealer Liverpool 
Pet Mar 9 Ord Mar 16 

Sayan, Freperick James, Herne Bay Canterbury Pet 
Mari19 Ord Mar 19 

Suorrer, Arcurpatp Hewry, ee, Laundryman | 
Brighton Pet Feb 21 Ord Mar 18 

Srevenxs, Bexsamin, Chesterfield rd, Leyton, Essex, Com 
mercial Clerk High Court Pet Mar19 Ord Mar 19 

Owns. F W, Piccadilly High Court Pet Feb 22 Ord 
Mar 18 

Tayxy, Groroe Dawiet, Forncett Saint Peter, Norfolk, 
Grocer Norwich Pet Mari8 Ord Mar 18 

ae, = F V, Felixstowe High Court Pet Feb 20 Ord 

ar 

TaYLor, Can eB, en End, Hants, Farmer Portsmouth 
Pet Mar 20 Ord Mar 20 

Te.rorp, Grorce tty Newcastle 5 at bg Builder 
Newcastle upon Tyne Pet Marl Ord M 

Taomas, Jauzs Georce, Nottingham, Builder ‘Nottinghom 
Pet Mar 19 Ord Mar 19 

Tuorye, Bessamtn Tepsury, Chard Somerset, Draper 
Taunton Pet Marl Ord Mar 19 

Trriey, Cuartes, Kington Langley, Horse Dealer Bath 
Pet Mar 20 Ord Mar 20 

| Wacstarr, Freep, Bentley with Arksey, Yorks, Farmer 
Sheffield Pet Mar18 Ord Mar 18 

FIRST MEETINGS. 

Amuecer, Atrrep Moergatroyp, Soa, Bradford, 
Incandescent Mantle Dealer April 1 at 11 Off Rec | 
12, Duke st, Bradford 


Pontypridd 


stol 
WHITSHEAD, THoMAS, Derwen April 6 Hindle & Co, Darwen 


Becxwirs-Wixeate, Extty Raopa, Bideford April 1 at 
11.15 Blackmore's Auction Rooms, The Quay, Biieford 

| BLumenTmat, A 8, Hanbury st, lobicco Dealer April 2 at 
ll Bankruptcy bidgs, st 

| Boxwer, Fray, Shrewabury, Licensed Victualler Mar 30 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 22, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

Brows, Jamas Cuirrorp, Louisville rd, Upper Tooting, 
Commercial Traveller April 1 at 11.30 132, York rd, 
Westminster Bridge rd 

Bnaowssox, Gronce Faancis Canatxetoy, Bradford, Fancy 
oo s Dealer Mar 30 at 11 Off Kec, 12, Duke st, Brad- 
0 


Buapertt, Diesy, Stone, Staffs, Ironmonger April | at 12 
North Statford Hotel, Stoke on Trent 

Cattapine, Josera, Derby, Innkeeper April 2 at 12.30 

Off Rec, 5, Victoria bldgs, London rd, Derby 

| Carrer, Jauns, Westcliff on Sea, Builder. “April 2 at-12 
Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 

CHARLTON, Tuomas, Middlesbrough, Fruiterer April 2 at 
| — AK, ff Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middles- 


a Hesry, 8t Leonards on Sea, Coal Merchant 
| — at 11.30 Off Reo, 12a, Marlborough pl, Brigh- 


nee Joux, Salford, Fish Dealer Mar30at11 Off Rec, 
Byrom st, Manchester 

Downs, anaes. Allesley, Warwick, Bricklayer April1 
at 11 Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

Estroover, Groras, St Paul's av, Willesden — Builder 
April 2at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey s' 

} po — Tuomas, Dorset rd, Merton Park, Surrey, 
Tailor’s Cutcver Aprillatil 132, York rd, West- 
minster Bridge rd 

Hargpwicxe, H Desxtox, St James's st, Piccadilly 
Accountant Aprillat12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
~~ abet & Leeds, Architect April 1 at 11.30 Of 


, Leeds 

Hiacixporrom, Sate New Mills, Derbyshire, Insurance 
Agent April 2at12 Off Rec, 6, Vernon st, Stockport 
| Jacqugrs, Kibworth, Beauchamp, Leicester, Hair- 
dresser 30 at 12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st 

} Leicester 
Kertiewe.t, Jouw Henry, Leeds, Journeyman Saddler 
Aprillatil Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds i 
Kyox, James Jonwstons Brows, Harley, Staffs, Credit 
Drape April 2 at12 Ovf Rec, King st, Newcastie, 


8 

Litt, C macnen Great Grimsby, Milk Dealer Mar 30 at 
10.30 Off Mary’s chmbrs, Great Grimsby 

LozwsnystTEin, Sauvnt, Charlotte st, cast aq, Outfitter 
Aprillatil Bankruptcy bidgs, Care 

Massor, Carcos B, Liverpool, Argentine bonsul April 2 
atill Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liv 

Mippuietos, Ricwargp Caatuew, Totteoham Court rd, 


Underwriter April 1 at 1 Bankruptcy bldge, 
Carey st 


Monsen, Wicturam Taomas, New Tredegar, Mon, Grocer 
Mar 30at11 Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, 


Mon 
———- Faayx, Felixstowe, Printer April 3 at 3 Off 
| Bec, 36, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


BMOORGATE 


FUND, LIMITED, 


ESTABLISHED IN ig90. 


Leeman i- MWDOwN, 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Upwards of 650 Appeals to Quarter Sessions hive been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be sent 


on application. 


The Corporation has extended its operations, and, in addition to Licenses Insuranos, now covers 
risks in connection with :—Fire, Consequential Loss, Burglary, Workmen’s Compensation, 
Fidelity Cuarantee, Third Party, eto., under a perfeoted Pooling system of Insurance, 








APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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LAW 


INSURANCE 


No. 114, Chancery Lane, 








FIRE 


SO 


CIETY Lr, 


London, W.C. 





BON DS—The Directors desire to specially draw the attention of the Legal Profession to the fact that the Fideiity 
Guarantee Bonds of this Society are accepted by His Majesty’s Government and in the High Court of Justice, 


Fire. 
Domestic Servants. 


Personal Accident and Disease. 
Property Owners’ Indemnity. 


Burglary. Fidelity Guarantee. 





DIRECTORS— 


Third Party. 


Workmen's Compensation, inciuding 
Plate Glass. 


CHARLES PLUMPTRE JOHNSON, Esgq.. J.P., Chatrmoan (formerly of Johnecn, Raymend-Parker & Co., Linco'n’s Inn). 


ROMER WILLIAMS, 


L. 


ENRY LEFEV 
E. 8. FREELAND, Esg. (Nicholson, Patterson & 
Westminster. 


Esq. (Lawrence, Graham & Co.), Lincoln’s Inn. 
Bea. (Hallowes & Carter), Bedford Row. 
Budd, Brodie, & Hart), Bedford Row. 


Esq., D.L., 
GEORGE FRANCIS BERNEY, Esq. (Corsellis & Berney), Lincoln’s Inn Fields, 
H. LD. BEWES, Esq. (Bewes & Dickinson), Stonehouse, Plymouth. 

. CHOLMELEY, Esq. (Frere, Cholmeley & Co,), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 
EDMUND FRANCIS BLAKE CHURCH, Esq. (Church, Adams & Prior), Bedford Row. 
F. E. E. FAREBROTHER, Esq. (Fladgate & Co.), Craig's Court, Charing Cross. 

RE FARRER, Esq. (Farrer & Co.), Lincoln's Inn Fielde, 

Freeland), Queen Anne’s Gate,| J. E 


Westminster. 


J.P. Vice-Chairman (Williams & James), Norfolk House, Thames Embankment. 
Sir RICHARD NICHOLSON (Nicholson, Patterson & Freeland), Queen Anne's Gate, 


WILLIAM NOCTON, Esq., D.L., J.P. (Nocton & Sons), Great Marlborough Street. 
RONALD PEAKE, Feq. (Peake, Bird, Collins & Co.), Bedford Row. 
JOHN DOUGLAS PEEL, Fsq. (Morrell, Fon & Peel), Oxford. 
THOMAS RAWLE., Esq. (Rawle, Johnstone & Co.), Bedford Row. 
. W. RIDER . (Rider, Heaton & Wigram), Lincoln's Inn. 
EORGE L. STEWART, Eeq. (Lee & Pembertons), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 
The Right Hon. LORD STRATHEDEN AND CAMPBELL, Bruton Street, 
J. PERCEVAL TATHAM, 
R. W. TWEEDIE, Esq. (A. F. & R. W. Tweedie), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 


Esq. (Tatham & Procter), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 


OLM phn ge of E. Carleton Holmes, Son,& Fell), Bedford Row.| w, MELMOTH WALTERS, Esq. (Walters & Co.), Lincoln's Inn. 


FRANCIS REGINALD J 
DILLON R. 


Esq. (Gwynne James & Son), Hereford. 
HARRY W. LEE, Esq. (Lee, Bolton & Lee), The Sanctuary, Westminster, 

. L. LOWE, . (Lowe & Co,), Temple Gardens. 
FREDERICK STUART MORGAN, Esq. (Saxton & Morgan), Somerset Street. 


SECRETARY—H. T. OWEN LEGGATT. 


E. H. WHITEHEAD, Eeq 








ASSISTANT SECRETAR 


Sir HENRY ARTHUR WHITE, C.V.O. (A. & H. White), Great Marlborough Street. 
. (Burch, Whitehead & Davidsons), Spring Gardens. 
E. TREVOR LL. WILLIAMS, Esq., J.P., Clock House, Byfleet, Surrey. 


Y—ARTHUR E. C. WHITE. 


This Society, consequent on its close connection with, and exceptional experience of the requirements of, the Legal Profersion, INVITES 


APPLICATIONS FOR AGENCIES FROM SOLICIIORS, TO WHU. 
It enjoys the highest reputation for prompt and liberal settlement of claims. Prospec 
The business of the Society is contined to the United Kingdom, and the security 


business on the most favourable terms. 


Forms and full information may be had at the Society’s Uffice, 


offered to the Pelicy Holders is unsurpassed by any of the leading Insurance Companies. 


M IT fS ABLE TO OFFER SPECIAL FACILITIES for the transaction of Insurance 


tuses and Proposal 








Otprorp, Taomas, Heckmondwike, Yorks, Draper Aoril 
1 at 11 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Bir- 


mingham 

One, Jonw Rosert Hotes, Merton rd, Wimbledon April 
1 at2.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

Pacey, James, Glatton, Hunts, Farm Labourer April 1 at 
12 Law Courts. Peterborough 

Peanson, JouN Simmons, Gladwell rd, Stroud Green, 
Tailor April3at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Potrrertos, Sypyey Hersert, Tunbridge Wells Mar 30 
at 10.30 Off Rec, 12a, Marlborough pl, Brighton 

Ravcurrk, Taomas James, Barry, Fruitexer April 1 at 3 
117, 8t Mary st Cardiff 

Reeves, Georce, Yaysybwl, Glam, Baker April 2 at i1.15 
Off Rec, St, Catherine’s-chmbra, St therine st, 
Pontypridd 

aa woe Aberdare, Innkeeper April 2 at 12 
Off St Catherine’s-chmbrs, St Catherine st, 
Pontypridd 


Rosinsox, Artaur, Halifax, Worsted Spinner April 2 
at 10.30 Off Rec, County Cuurt, Prescott-st, Halifax 

SCHUMACHER, E C, Sutton, Surrey, Aprillat12 132,,York 
rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

SHOTTER, ARCHIBALD HENRY, Littlehampton, Laundry- 
man Mar 30at 11 Off Rec, 124, Marlborough pl, 
Brighton 

SMITH, HAROLD, and Lewis HENRY SMITH, Scunthorpe, 
Builders Mar 30at1l Off Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, 
Great Grimsby 

STEVENS, BENJAMIN, Leyton, Essex, Commercial Clerk 

ril 3at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Swirt, F W, Piccadilly April 3 at 11 
bidgs, Carey st 

TAYLER, F V, Felixstowe, April 3 at 11.30 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st. 

WEATHERHILL, CHARLES FREDERICK, Newport, Mon 
Hot:1 Keeper Mar 30 at 11.30 Off Rec, 144,Commer 
cial st, Newport, Moa 

WEETCH, GEORGE HENRY, Liandaff North, Glam, April 
lati2 Baker 117, 8t Mary st, Cardiff 

WHEELER, TREVOR MOUNTFORD, and BASIL SIDNEY 
SREDERICK PICKARD, Stockport, Cheshire, Automobile 
Engineers April 2 at 11.15 Off Rec, 6, Vernon st, 
Stockport 

WHITEMAN, GEORGE FREDERICK, Pontefract, York: 
Licensed Victualler April 1 at 11 Off Rec, 21, King st’ 


Wakefield 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


AMBLER, ALFRED MURGATROYD, Manningham, Bradford, 
Iocandescent Mantie Dealer, Bridford Pet Mar 20 
Ord Mar 2u 

BARANOFSKY, ABRAHAM, Roman rd, Old Ford, Manu- 
facture, High Court Pet Feb 22 Ord Mar 16 

BLACKWELL, ARTHUR GEORGE, Union ct, Oid Broad st 
High Court Pet Nov 10 Ord Mar 19 

BROWNSON, GEORGE FRANCIS CARRINGTON, Bradford, 
Fancy Goods Dealer, Bradford, Pet Mar 18 Ord 


Bankruptcy 


Mar 18 
CappYr, CHARLES JAMES, Portsmouth, Grocer, Portsmouth 
Pet Mari Ord Mar9 





CARTER, WILLIAM, Whittington Moor, nr Chesterfield 
ng esaie Confectioner, Chesterfield Pet Mar19 Ord 
Mar 19 

CHAKLTON, THOMAS, Middlesbrough, Fruiterer Middles- 
bruugh Pet Mar 18 Ord Mar 18 

CHILD, KOBERT CARLYLE, Constantine rd; Hampstead, 
Engineer Hign Court Pet Feb8 Ord Mar 19 

COBDEN, EMmig Eaton, Hanley, Wholesa.e Contectioner 
Hanley Pet Jan ll Ord Mar 18 

DANIEL, JOHN, Southall, Middlx, Shop Assistant Windsor 
Pet Mari5 Ord Mar 15 

DAVI&S, BENJAMIN REYNOLD, Morriston, Swans2a, Master 
Baker Swansea Pet Mari8 Ord Mar 18 

DAVIES, JOHN, Salford, Fish Dealer Salford Pet Mar 19 
Urd Mar 19 

EDWARDS, WINIFREDE, Swansea, Milliner Swansea Pet 
Mar 20 Ord Mar 20 

Estcourt, GORGE, St Paul's av, Willesden Green, 
Builder High Court Pet Mar 18 Ord Mar 18 


FRANKLIN, THOMAS HENRY PHAROAH, Southsea, Hants, | 


Baker Po tsmouth Pet Mar 19 Ord Mar 19 


HAIGH, GEORGE WILLIAM, Georgetown, Tredegar, Mon, | 


Cvat miner Tredegar Pet Mar 19 Ord Mar 19 
HARRIS, LUWEE, weeds, Architect Leeds Pet Mar 18, 
Ora Mar 1s 
JACQUES, Ross, Kibworth Beauchamp, 
Hairdresser Leicest:r Pet Mar18 Ord Mar 18 


KETTLEWELL, JOHN HENRY, Leeds, Journeymau Saddler 


Leeds Pet Mari6 Ord Mar 16 


KNOX, JAMES JOHNSTONE BROWN, Hanley, Cre lit Draper | 


Hauley Pet Mar8 Ord Mar 20 
Lewis, WILLIAM, West Felton, nr Oswestry, Farmer 
Wrexham Pet Mar 18 Ord Mar 18 


MELHUISH, JOHN EDWARD, Bath, Cycle Agent Bath Pet | 


Mar 18 Ord Mar 18 

Nixon, THOMAS, Dalton, Northumberland, Farmer New- 
castle upon Tyne Pet Mari Ovd Mar 18 

OLDROYD, THOMAS, Heckmoudwike Draper 
Vet Mar 1s Ord Mar 18 

PALMER, EDWARD, Freshitord, nr Bath, Bootmaker Bath 
vet Mar 20 Ord Mar 20 

PEARSON, JOHN SIMMONS, Gladwell rd, Stroud Green, 
Tailor High Court Vet Mir 20 Ord Mar 29 

POTTERTON, SYDNEY HERBERT, Tun ridge Wells, Late 
Commission Agent ‘Tunbridge Wells Pct Mar 2v 
Ord Mar 20 

POWELL, BERNARD WILLIS, Albion pl, Agent High 
Court Pet Feb 21 Ori Mar 16 

PuGH, WILLIAM ARTHUR, Sturminster Newton, Dorset, 
Fish Merchant Dorchester Pet Mar 20 Ord Mar 20 

READ, WILLIAM JOHN, Nuneaton, Builder Coventry Pet 
Mar 26 Ord Mar 2 

REEVES, GEORGE, Ynysybwl, Glam, Baker Pontypridd 
Pet Mar 19 Ord Mar 19 

REYNOLDS, EDWIN, Aberdare, Innkeeper Aberdare Pet 
Mar ly Ord Mar 19 

RoBINSON, ARTHUR, Halifax, Worsted Spinner Halifax 
Pet Mar 5 Ord Mari9 

ROTHSCHILD, JOSEPH, Liverpool, Tobacco Dealer 
pool Pet Mar9 Ord Mar 20 


Dewsbury 


Liver- 


Leicester | 


| Sayse, FREDERICK JAMES, Herne Bay Canterbury Pet 
Mar 19 Ord Mar 19 
STEVENS, BENJAMIN FREDERICK, Leyton, Essex, Commer. 
cial Clerk High Court Pet Mar 19 Ord Mar 19 
TANN, GBORGE DANIEL, Forncett St, Peter, Norfolk Grocer 
Norwich Pet Mar18 Ord Mir 18 
TAYLOR, CAL*®B, Hedge End, Hants, Farmer Portsmo :th 
Pet Mar2) Od Mar 29 
THOMAS, JAMES GEORGE, Nottingham, Builder Notting- 
ham Pe. Mar19 Ord Mar 19 
| TILLEY, CHARL&S, Kington Langley, Wilts, Horse Dealer 
Kath Pet Mar 20 Ord Mar 2 
WAGSTAFF, FxED, Bentley with Arksey, York Farmer 
Sheffield Pet Mar18 Ord Mar 18 
WALKER, Henry JAMES, Whitby, Yorks, Hotel Keeper 
Stockton on Tees Pet Dec 18 Ord Mar 18 
| WHITTAKE?, THOMAS, Stathero, Lvicester, 
Nottingham Pet Mirl4 Ord Mar 19 
WILLIAMS, THOMAS, High rd, Willesden Green, Draper 
High Court Pet Mar 15 Ord Mar 18 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
Loniona Gazette of Mar 12: 

| Hutr, RicHARD TusTats, Charlton Kings, G'os, Farmar 

Cheltenham Pet Mar 8 Ord Mar 8 


Amended Notice substitated for that publish21 in th 
Loailon Gizstte of Mar 15; 


SCHNEIDER, WILHELM, Southampton st, Ps: itonville 
Master Baker Hign Court Pet Mar 12 Ord Mar 12 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


DAVIES, JoHN WYNNE, West Bradenham, Norfolk King's 
Lynn Adjad Dec 16, 1909 Annul Mar 18, 1912 


| London Gazette.—Tusxspay, Mar. 26. 


| RECEIVING ORDERS. 
ADAMSON, ISAAC WILLIAM, Houghton le Spring, Durhan, 
Joiner Durham Pet Mar 21 Ord Mar 21 
| ALLEN, THOMAS CHARLES, Bishopston, Bristol, General 
Dealer B.istol Pet Mar 2s Ord Mar 23 
| ANDREWS, HERBERT Harry, Spalding, Lincoln, Meat 
Salesman Peterborough Pet Mar2i Or. Mar 21 
| ARMITAGE, WALTER, Svepley, nr Huddersfield, Grocer 
| Huddersfield Pet Mar22 Ord Mar 22 
| AXTEN, Henry WiLLIaM, Colnbrook, Bucks, Buker 
| Windsor Pet Mar 23 Ord Mar 23 
| Bees, KoBERT SIDNEY, Bournemouth Poole Pet Mar 23 
| Ord Mar 23 
| BOTTOMLEY, BENJAMIN, Keighley, Yorks, Ice Cream Daaler 
Bradford Pet Mar2l Ord Mar 21 
CHAPMAN, WILLIAM HENRY, Oldbury on Severn, Glos, 
Farmer Bristol Pet Mar 2) ‘rd Mar 21 
CLEMENTS, GEORGE, Feather-tone, Yorks, Builder Wake- 
field Pet Mar2i Ord Mar 21 
| CookER, A W (male), Bolton, Tobacco Dealer Bolton 
| Pet Mar 8 Ord Mar 20 
Cooper, WALTER Ernest, Kirkley, Lowestoft, Harness 
Maker Great Yarmouth Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 22 
COVELL, EDWIN Louis, Kent House rd, Sydenham, Meat 
| Salesman High Court Pet Mar 22 Ori Mar 22 


Builder 
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COVELL, Lesiie, Sydenham, Kent, Meat Salesman 
Court Pet Mar2z Ord Mar 22 

ELLIS, ALBERT JOHN, Windermere, Westmorl.nd, Draper 
Kendal Pet Mar23 Ord Mar 23 

EMSLSY, SAMUEL FAIRBANK, Rawdon, nr Leeds, Butcher 
L eds Pet Marz2 Ord Mar 22 

Grae, Joseru Heyry, jun, Cirencester, Grocer Swindon 
Pet Mar2i Ord Mar2t 

GOLDHILL, SAMUEL JoHN, Houndsditch, 
Hig: Court PetJan 23 Ord Mar 2 

GRAY, ALicg and ANNIE GRAY, btristol, 
Bristol Pet Mar2l ‘rd Mar 21 

GREENHILL, SAMUEL, Hastings, Jeweller Hastings Pet 
Mar2z Ord Mur 22 

HARDING, Groner, Machynileth, Montgo nery, 
Agent Aberystwyth Pet Mar 23 Ord Mar 23 

Harnison, F, West Smithtield High Court Pet Jan 1 
Ord Mar 22 

Hawes, Hexsert Henry, Norwich, Commercial Traveller 
Norwich Pet Var 2? Ord Mar 22 

HAW-tns, JOHN FREDERICK GEORGE, Otley, Suffolk 
Farmer Ipswich Pet Mar? Ord Mar 22 

FioRNE, FREDERICK WARLTERS, Greencroft gdns, South 
Hampstead, Merchant High Court Pet Feb21 Ord 
Mar 22 

Jousson, Jonn, Torquay, Architect 
Ord Mar 22 

LAWS, ALBERT HEATH, Heaton, 
Photographer Newcastie upon 
Ord Mar 23 

LENDRUM, FRANK 


High 


Sponge Merchant 


Toys Dealers, 


Cycle 


Exeter Pet Mar il 


Newcastle upon Tyne, 

Tyne Pet Mar 23 

So iNES, Aldgate, Dental Mechanic 
High Court Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 22 

LIDGARD, HERBERT, Sheffield, Fish Merchant 
Pet Mar 2t Ord Mar 21 

Morz.ey, Josern WILLIAM, Retford, Ironmonger 

Pet Mar 21 Ord Mar 21 

LLER, OTTo, Bloomsbury st 

Ord Mar 28 

Prac, GeoreR BATES, Glenfiel |, Leicester, Grocer Leicester 
Pet Mar 2 Ord Mar 22 

SuEeepxooke, Joun Burton, Bolohurst, Beds, 
Bedford Pet Mar23 Ord Mar 2%: 

STANNARD, JouN, Lowestoft, Licensed 
Yarmouth Pet Mar Ord Mar 22 

rHornoLp, HarRoLp, Hun ington, Yorks, 
Pet Mar 20 Ord Mar 20 

Turner, James, Sutton in 
‘ottingham Pet Mar 23 

UNDERDOWS, ALICKR CLARA, B 
22 word Mar “2 

Warr, HAROLD WILLIAM, Spaldinz, Lincs, Wheelwright 
Peterborough Pet Mar 21 Ord Mar 21 

WiLp, WILLIAM EpWARD, Owthorpe, Notts, 
Nottingham Pet Mar 23 Ord M.r 23 


Amended Notice substi uted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Mar 6: 


Sheffield 
Lincoln 


Mt High Court Pet Mar 23 


Builder 


Hawker Great 
: Joiner York 
Ashfield, Notts, Clothier 
Ord Mar °3 


yenor Brighton Pet Mar 


Farmer, 


Luton, Beds, 
Urd Feb 29 


Rrers, RicHard Georeek IRVING Building 


Owner Laton Pet Feb 17 


FIRST MEETINGS, 


FALL, FRANK LESLIE, Staines, Middix 
York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

BeTrs, ROBERT SIDNEY, Bournemouth 
chmbrs (firet floor), Bournemouth 

BOTTOMLEY, BENJAMIN, Keighley 
Dealer April 3 at 3.30 Of Ree 
ford 

CARTER, WILLIAM 
Wholesale Confec 
Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

CovELL, Epwin Lou.s, Kent House rd, Sydenham, Meat 
Salesman Aprilé4ati130 Bankr ptey bldgs, Carey st 

CoveLL, Lest, Sydenham, Kent, Meat Salesman April 
Sauti2 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

DANIEL, JOHN, Southall, Mid Ix, Shop Assistant 
at 3 Off Ree, 14, Bedford row 

DAVIRS, BENJAMIN REYNOLD, Morriston Swansea, Master 
Baker April 3 at LL Off Rec, Government bidgs, St 
Mary's st. Swansea 

DEMNICKE, BRUNO P, Sutton, Surrey 
York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

DicKtnsoN, WALTER, Queen's av, Squires in, Finchley, 
Automobile Carriage Builder April4ati2 Off Rec, 
14, Bedford row 

EpWARDS, WINIFREDE, Swansea, Milliner April 4 at 11 
Off Rec, Government bldgs, St Mary's st, Swansea 


April3ati? 122 
April 3até4 


Yorks, Ice 
12, Duke st, 


Cream 
Brad 


Whittington Moor, 
tioner April 8 at 


nr Chesterfield, 
12 Off Ree, 4, 


April 4 


April 3at 11.30 182 


Arcale 


ELIAS, JOHN, Maesteg, Glam, Hosier April3 at3 117, St 
M.ry st, Cardiff 

EMSLEY, SAMUBL FAtTRBANK, Rawdon, nr Leeds, Butcher 
April 3 at 3 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

FRANKLIN, THOMAS HeNRY PHAROAH, Southsea, Hanta, 
Baker April 10 at 8 Off Rec, Cambridge junct, High 
st, Portsmouth 

Gree, Josera Hewry, Cirencester, Grocer April 4 at 11 
Off Rec, 38, Regent circus, Swindon 

GOLDHILL, SAMURL JOHN, Hounsditcn, Sponge Merchant 
April 11 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Gort, BeNJ,MIN, Chesterfield, Schoolmaster April 10 at 
11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birming- 
ham 

GREENHILL, SAMUBL, Hastings, Jeweller 
O+ Rec, 124, Marloorougn pl, Brighton 

Grairritus, JoHN Ropert, Lianfairfechan, Carnarvon, 
Grocer April 3at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 


HAIGH, GEORGs WILLIAM, Georget Own, Tredegar, Mon, Coal | 
Ont Rec, i44, Commercial st, 


Miner April 3 at ll 
Newport, Mon 
HARKISON, F, West Smithfleld April3at11 Bankruptcy 
bdgs, Carey at 
HAWES, Hersert HENRY, Norwich, 
Traveller April3at1 Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 


HAWKINS, JOHN FREDERICK GEORGE, Ipswic:, Farmer 


April 4 at 12 Off Ree, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

HorRN#, FREDERICK WARLTERS, Greencroft gdne, South 
Hampste id, Merchant April 3at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 


HorsLey, Lucy ELIZABETH, Sculthorpe, Norfolk April 3 


Off Kec, 8, King st, Norwich 
April 3 at 12 


at lz 
Jonrs, Grivritu, Bath, Tailor 

Baldwin st, Bristoi 
LENDRUM, FRANK SOANES, Aldgate, 

April 8atll Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Off Rec, 26, 


LEVER, JAMES, Weston super Mare, Stationer April 3 at | 


1139 Off Rec, 26, Ba dwin st, Bristol 
McDouGaL, WILLIAM, Liverpool, Builder 
Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
McQurEN, JOHN FALOONER, Southend 
Bankruptcy bidga, Carey st 
MELHUISH, JoHN EDWARD, Bath, Cycle Agent April 3 at 
11.45 Off Rec, 26 Baldwin st, Bristol 
MULLER, OTTO, Bloomsbury st April ll at12 
bidgs, Carey st 

PALMER, EDWARD, Freshford, nr Bath, Boot Maker April 
Sati2.15 Of Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

PEAKE,CHARLES AKkTHUR, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer 
April3at3 Off Rec, 1. Berridge s , Leicester 

PeoG, GeoRGE BATES, Glenfield, Leicester, Grocer Apr 13 
at 4 Off Rev, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

PuGH, WILLIAM ARTHUR, Sturminster Newton, Dorset, 
Fish Merchant April 4at 1.30 Off Rec, City chmbrs, 
Catherine st, Salisbury 

Purvis, THOMA’, Heswall, Chester, Builder's Merchant 
April 4at 1240 Rec, 35, Victoria s0, Liverpool 

READ, WILLIAM JoHN, Nuneaton, Builder April 4 at 11.30 

| Of R c, 8, High st, Coventry 
RICHART, CONSTANTIN WILLIAM, Bright on, Sussex, House 


April 3 at 1) 


April 11 at 12 


Baukruptey 


Furvsisher April Sat 12.3) Off Rec, 12a, Marlborough | 


pl, Brighton 
ROTHSCHILD, JosEPH, Liverpool, Tobacco Deal r 
at lt Off Ree, 35, Victor a st, Liverpool 


April 4 


SAYSE, FREDERICK JAMES, Herne Bay Apr.13 at 11 Off | 


Rec, 684, Ca tle pl, Canterbury 


TANN, GeornGe DANIEL, Fornce:t Saint Peter, Norfolk, 


Off Rec, 8, Kis st, Norwich 
TAYLOR, CALEB, Hedee End, Hants, Farmer April 3 at 
8 Off Rec, + ambridge junc, High st, Portamoath 
PELFORD, GEORGE PHILLIPS, Newcastle upon I'yne, Builder 
April 4 at 11 
Tyne 

THOROLD, HAROLD, Huntingdon, nr York, Joiner April 3 
at 3.30 Uff Rec, Red House, Duncombe pl, York 

UNDERDOW N. ALICE CLARA, Bognor April 3 at 11.30 Off 
Rec, 124, Marlborough pl, Brighton 

WAGSTAFF, Frep, Bentley with Arksey, Yorks, Farmer 
April 4at12 Off Rec, Figtree ln, Sheffield 

WELCH, WILLIAM, anil FReDeRICK WELCH, Cheltenham, 
Saddiers April 4at4 Coanty Court bidgs, Chelten- 
ham 

WHITTAKER, THOMAS, Stathera. Leicester, Builder April 
Satil Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 


Grocer April3a_ 12.45 


< 





202nd Year of the Office. The 


Oldest Insurance Office in the World 
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FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710, 


Heap Orrices: 
63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 
Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, 

including ACCIDENTS TO | BURGLARY, 

DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
SICKNESS and DISEAS 
| PLATE GLASS, 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 


Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.c, 
4. W. COUSINS, Distriet Manager. 


April 3 at 12) 


Commercial] | 


Dental Mechanic 


Off Kec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle upon | 





MAPLE’S 
TURKEY 
CARPETS 


HE _ finest 
collection in 
the world. 4,000 
always in stock 
at the lowest 
possible prices 


Write for Quotations 


| MAPLE & CO 


| 

LTD 
TOTTENHAM COURT ROAD 
LONDON 

Paris Buenos Aires 
Smyrna 


| 











‘LIVERPOOL MORTGAGE 
INSURANCE CO., LIMITED, 
6, CASTLE STREET, LIVERPOOL. 


Subscribed Capital £250,000 


| Mortgages, Bonds, Debentures, Deposit Receipts, Loans on 
| Reversions and other Securities Insured. Guarantee Fidelity, 
Acts as Executors and Trustees either solely or jointly. 
| 
LONDON GAZETTE (published by aathority) and 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE.—No. 120, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 
STREET, LONDON. 
ENRY GREEN Advertisement Agent. 
begs to direct the attention of the Lega! Profession 
to the advantages of his long experiance of upwards of 
fifty years in the special insertion of all pro forma notices 
&c., and to solicit their continued sapport. — N.B. 
Forma, Gratis, for Statutory Notices to Ureditora and 
Dissolutions ot Partnership, with necessary Declaration. 
File of “ London Gazette” kept for free reference, By 
appointment, 


‘TYPEWRITERS 


SOLICITORS’ 
MACHINES, 


£10 1s. 
Hire 10/- Month, 27/6 
Quarter. Deducted if 
bought. 




















MS 


TAYLOR'S LTD. 
(Dept. Solr.) 74, Chancery Lane, London.) 


ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 
— Big yr ate = 
FETTER LANE, LONDON, EO. 




















